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I INTRODUCTION

In 2004, the Commission adopted standard terms and conditions for Renewables
Portfolio Standard (“RPS”) contracts, stating that these terms were intended to “develop a ‘year
one’ contract to enable the RPS solicitation to move forward,” with the “expect[ation] that the
contract language will become more refined as the parties and the Commission gain further
experience.”" The Assigned Commissioner and Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”), when
establishing the framework for the first RPS contracts, also recognized that experience might
support revisiting the determination that some terms and conditions should not be subject to
negotiation.> The set of standard terms and conditions established for the onset of the RPS
program provided a useful structure to guide development of early RPS contracting efforts.
However, like bracing for a young tree, binding structures that are helpful or even essential for

early stages of growth can inhibit healthy growth in later stages of maturity.

The experience of Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”) and Southern California
Edison (“SCE”)? (collectively, Petitioners),* as well as of the renewable energy sellers> has been
that restrictions on negotiation of standard terms and conditions has hindered, not helped,

progress towards RPS goals, slowing negotiations and reducing the appeal of the California

L Decision (“D.”) 04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 6 (June 2004); see also Joint Ruling of Assigned Commissioner
and Administrative Law Judge Regarding Procedure for Adoption of Standard Terms and Conditions at p. 2 (March
2004) (the “Joint Ruling”).

2 Joint Ruling at p. 6.

2 Pursuant to Rule 1.8(d) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, SCE has authorized PG&E
to execute this pleading on its behalf.

* Attachment A to this amended petition consists of the declaration of PG&E.

3 Attachment B to this amended petition consists of the declaration of Calpine. Sellers’ experience is also
reflected in the comments of the Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technologies (“CEERT”) and the
Independent Energy Producers Association (“IEP”) on the originally-submitted Petition for Modification and in
CEERT’s comments on the proposed decision of Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”’) Mattson on that petition.



marketplace to RPS development. For these reasons, Petitioners submit this amended Petition
for Modification pursuant to Rule 16.4 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

Petitioners request the following three modifications to the Commission’s approach to
standard terms and conditions for RPS contracts:

1. Reducing the non-negotiable standard terms to: the definitions of Green Attributes,
Renewable Energy Credits (“RECs”), and CPUC Approval;

2. Elimination of all other standard terms and conditions, or, in the alternative, conversion
of the remaining non-negotiable terms and conditions to modifiable provisions and
elimination of current modifiable standard terms and conditions; and,

3. Clear, expedited processes for reviewing subsequent changes to standard terms and
conditions.

The remainder of this amended petition provides detail on the Petitioners’ proposals, and on the
reasons that these proposals will further the Commission’s goals for the RPS program, including

enhancing the growth of renewable energy in California.

IL. JUSTIFICATION FOR TIMING OF PETITION FOR MODIFICATION

Commission Rule 16.4(d) requires that petitions for modification filed more than one
year after the effective date of the decision at issue must be accompanied by a justification for
the timing of the petition. At the time of the Joint Ruling and the issuance of D.04-06-014, the
Commission expressly recognized the potential for revisiting the RPS standard terms and
conditions as the program developed and experience was gained with those terms and conditions,
as noted above.’

The issues for which Petitioners now seek clarification and modification have developed
over time, through experience with the RPS contract negotiation and approval process as well as
the continual evolution of the RPS program, technology, and the commercial and legal

environment in which RPS contracts are executed. As this petition is intended to address

® Joint Ruling at p. 6.



concerns that have arisen through the experience anticipated by the Commission, and as that
experience could not have been reflected in a petition for modification filed within one year, the

timing of this petition is justified.

III. BACKGROUND OF RPS STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

The initial RPS statute, Senate Bill (“SB”) 1078, required the Commission to adopt
standard terms and conditions for RPS contracts.” The development of these standard terms and
conditions was the subject of extensive proceedings, which culminated in the Joint Ruling and
D.04-06-014.2 As noted by the Joint Ruling, the term “standard” is subject to multiple
interpretations, and “the statute provides minimal guidance” as to its intended meaning in this
context.”

Consensus on the standard terms and conditions was not reached by the parties to the
proceedings, but two primary groups coalesced:'? the “CEERT Parties™! and the “CalWEA
Parties.”2 Both of these groups, as well as individual parties that included SCE and Solargenix,
supported an interpretation of the term “standard” that would allow all terms to be changed
through negotiations by the contracting counterparties, although some advocated limitations to
protect RPS developers against the bargaining weight of the utilities.l> These parties raised

concern, as recognized by the Joint Ruling, that “immutable standard terms may frustrate

T Pub. Util. Code § 399.14(a)(2)(D) (SB 107 subsequently amended this provision, but did not change any
aspects of the provision pertinent to the issues addressed herein).

8 See D.04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 2.
? Joint Ruling at pp. 4-5.
10 D.04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 4.

1 Comprised of CEERT, IEP, PG&E, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”) and The Utility
Reform Network (“TURN”).

12 Comprised of the California Wind Energy Association (“CalWEA”), the California Biomass Energy
Alliance (“CBEA”), and Vulcan Power Company.

B Joint Ruling at pp. 3-6.



commercial transactions by making it more difficult and costly for a supplier to bid its services,
or by preventing a utility from accommodating the sellers’ needs.”*

Ultimately, the Joint Ruling determined that the standard terms and conditions should fall
into one of two categories: those for which “no negotiation w[ould] be allowed,” and those for
which negotiations would be permissible.’> The Joint Ruling acknowledged that the “general
concept” of the CEERT Parties and the CalWEA Parties “to simultaneously allow for negotiation
but to control the negotiation process” had “merit” and could be the subject of further
consideration, but declined to adopt that approach at that time.'®

D.04-06-014 subsequently ratified the Joint Ruling’s approach to standard terms and
conditions,"” and approved the proposal for specific terms and conditions of the CEERT Parties,
with certain modifications.'® In response to the CEERT Parties’ comments on the draft decision,
the Commission identified which of the standard terms “could be modified by the parties through
negotiation,”" by adding the phrase “may not be modified” to each clause not subject to
negotiation.® The intention of the Commission for the future of the standard terms and
conditions at the time they were adopted could not have been more clear: as noted in the

introduction to this amended petition, the Commission stated that the standard terms and

conditions were intended to “develop a ‘year one’ contract to enable the RPS solicitation to

YD, 04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 16.

= 1d. at pp. 4-6.

©D. 04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 16 (stating, in pertinent part: “The CEERT Parties, SCE, and the CalWEA
Parties note that a Joint Ruling issued on March 8, 2004 (in R.01-01-024) identified which terms and conditions
could be modified by the parties through negotiation, but the draft decision omits that identification. Consistent with
the March 8 Joint Ruling, Appendix A now indicates the negotiability of each standardized term and condition.”)

D geeid., Appendix A.



move forward,” with the “expect[ation] that the contract language will become more refined as

9521

the parties and the Commission gain further experience.”=

IV.  TO PROMOTE RPS DEVELOPMENT, EVOLUTION OF RPS CONTRACTS
AND COMMERCIALLY REASONABLE FLEXIBILITY IS NECESSARY

RPS contracting experience has developed substantially since 2004. As a result, many of
the standard terms and conditions initially adopted by the Commission are no longer necessary or
should be subject to modification when appropriate. The Petitioners are not alone in this belief;
sellers have also come to the conclusion, based on their experience, that restrictions on
modification should be reconsidered.?2 Petitioners recommend narrowing the scope of the
standard terms and conditions, as well as elimination of the bar on modification of all but three
of the currently non-negotiable terms and conditions. The process for future revisions, and for
review of RPS contracts, must also be clarified to provide the supportive regulatory environment

essential to promoting RPS development and attainment of the Commission’s RPS goals.

A. Overview of Need for Relief and Proposed Remedy

RPS contracting experience to date has shown that a non-negotiable, cookie-cutter
approach to standard terms and conditions, with the exception of only the most essential
definitions requiring uniformity, does not serve RPS goals well. Rigid provisions simply do not

neatly fit the increasingly diverse technology, project, and financing needs of otherwise-viable

2L 1d. at 6; see also Joint Ruling at p. 2.

2 See declarations in Attachments A and B; CEERT, “Response of the Center for Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Technologies to the Petitioners Petition for Modification of Decision 04-06-014" at p. 5 (Feb. 28, 2007)
(“CEERT Petition Response™); CEERT, “Comments of the Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Technologies on the Proposed Decision of ALJ Mattson™ at pp. 2-4 (June 8, 2007)(“CEERT PD Response”); and
IEP, “Independent Energy Producers Association’s Comments on Petition for Modification of D.04-06-014 of
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (U 39 E) and Southern California Edison Company (U 338-E) Regarding
Standard Terms and Conditions Required for Renewables Portfolio Standard Contracts™ at p. 2 (Feb. 28, 2007)(“IEP
Petition Response™).



renewable energy projects.ﬁ The inability of such rigid provisions to meet the demands of
renewable energy projects and their financers impedes prompt and successful contract
formation.®* Substantive changes that prove necessary to reach agreement on RPS contracting
can be made to non-negotiable provisions,z—5 but at the cost of a more complex Commission
review process and increased resource demand on the Commission and all parties, as well as
uncertainty and risk of delay that can discourage renewable energy development.

Attainment of the RPS goals will require the efficient, focused and streamlined efforts of
RPS-obligated entities, RPS developers, and the Commission. To reduce the standard terms and
conditions to those truly needed for uniformity, eliminating the undue resources and attention
consumed by the overly-restrictive current set of terms and conditions and allowing their
redirection to successfully concluding RPS contract negotiations, Petitioners recommend that the
Commission provide the following modifications to the standard terms and conditions adopted
by D.04-06-014 (as subsequently amended):

1. Retain the definitions of “Green Attributes” and “Renewable Energy Credits” (“RECs”)
as non-negotiable provisions, to ensure the consistency of product necessary to allow use
RECs for RPS compliance, as well as the definition of “CPUC Approval”; and,

2. Eliminate all other standard terms and conditions, or, in the alternative, retain the
remaining current non-negotiable provisions as “modifiable” provisions, and eliminate
standardization of all currently “modifiable” terms and conditions.

Petitioners further request that the Commission provide explicit mechanisms for evaluation and
approval of changes to standard terms and conditions. There are three categories of such
changes: a) changes to non-negotiable standard terms and conditions intended for universal

application; b) changes to modifiable standard terms and conditions intended for use in annual

B gee declarations in Attachment A.

IS}
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= |

2D, 07-02-011, mimeo, at pp. 49-50.



solicitation negotiations (if such terms and conditions are retained); and c) changes to non-
negotiable standard terms and conditions that are intended for a case-specific application.
Petitioners propose an expedited process to address proposed universal changes in non-
negotiable standard terms and conditions, to allow prompt response to changes of law that would
otherwise have to be addressed on a resource-intensive case-by-case basis. For any remaining
modifiable standard terms and conditions that need updating for solicitation negotiations,
Petitioners propose adapting the mechanism used successfully to implement SB 107 changes,
which were considered in tandem with the annual RPS solicitation package review. Lastly, for
case-specific changes to non-negotiable standard terms and conditions, Petitioners ask that the
Commission merely confirm its decision in D. 07-02-011 in this regard, i.e., that RPS contracts
containing such changes can be considered by advice letter unless such changes “raise an

important issue (based on a protest or as identified by Energy Division).”%

B. Revision of the Standard Terms and Conditions is Needed to Facilitate RPS
Contracting and Reduce Contract Review Uncertainties And Burdens

The dynamic and innovative nature of RPS technologies and projects, and the resulting
individual needs of their developers and financers, requires a flexible approach.2’ Reasonable
changes to standard terms and conditions must be accommodated to ensure project financing and
the ultimate success of desirable RPS projects.?® Rigid, non-negotiable terms cannot keep pace

with changes in law, financial market requirements, or RPS developments, and may be neither

2D, 07-02-011, mimeo, at p. 49 (Petitioners note that the discussion in D. 07-02-011 on this point suggests
that a change in a modifiable standard term and condition could also trigger the need for review by application.
Petitioners respectfully note that modifiable standard terms and conditions should be treated on an equal basis with
any other contract terms and conditions; i.e., as they can be modified by the parties, they should only trigger
enhanced review if the changes are so unusual as to raise issues of very serious and substantial concern).

2 See declarations in Attachments A and B.



commercially justified nor logically tailored to the project at issue.”> In the face of such terms,
the time required for renewables contracting can be extended, rather than shortened,* and the
viability of RPS projects that could further all of the goals of the RPS program can be needlessly
threatened.>*

The primary public interest served by the RPS program is the increase in renewable
energy at the most reasonable cost. These goals must not be subsumed in the name of
consistency that neither buyers nor sellers continue to want,* particularly when the Commission
relied on those buyers and sellers to determine the level of consistency desirable to achieve the
ends of the RPS program.

Buyers and sellers have both come to the conclusion that removal of the restrictions on
negotiability of RPS terms and conditions is critical to reaching timely and successful RPS
contracts” The Commission, at the time it adopted the standard terms and conditions, reaffirmed
the central role of market participants in identifying the correct balance to be struck on such
terms, expressly reaffirming its prior conclusion that “’[t]he type and level of detail that is
required for fully developing standard terms and conditions is something that falls better within

3 The Joint Ruling noted

the ability of the parties to determine, rather than the Commission.
the potential desirability of greater flexibility (even with respect to otherwise non-negotiable

terms) and expressly identified this issue as a potential subject for future Commission action.*>

2 See CEERT Response to Petition at p. 3; IEP Response to Petition at p. 2; Declarations in Attachments A
& B.

3 See CEERT Response to Petition at p. 3; Declarations in Attachments A & B.
1

(o5}

See Declarations in Attachment A.

32 CEERT Response to Petition at p. 3; CEERT Response to PD at p. 2; IEP Response to Petition;
Declarations in Attachments A & B.

3 CEERT Response to Petition at p. 3; IEP Response to Petition; Declarations in Attachments A & B
#D. 04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 2 (quoting D. 03-06-071, mimeo, at p. 56).
33 Joint Ruling at p. 6.



In light of the experience that both buyers and sellers have gained in their negotiations with RPS
developers, and the needs that both buyers and sellers see to improve RPS contract negotiations

and formation, the time to allow greater flexibility is now.

1. Restrictions on Negotiations are Counter-Productive and Should be
Lifted, Except for Definitions Needed for Trading and to Establish
Final Commission Approval

Petitioners recommend removal of the restriction on negotiations of all terms and
conditions, excluding the definitions of Green Attributes, RECs, and CPUC Approval. The need
for a “parens patriae” approach has been alleged, protecting RPS developers from agreeing to
terms that they might not like. Sellers neither need nor want this protection; they prefer greater
flexibility to tailor contracts to their specific needs.*

Petitioners have noted the types of changes that have been required to the non-negotiable
terms and conditions in the table presented in Attachment C to this pleading. These changes are
not material to the public policy concerns that are central to the RPS program: they were made
primarily to enable contract formation, and thus promote rather than impede renewable energy
development; they were generally made to accommodate renewable developer needs, and at the
very least were acceptable to the developers; and they do no harm consumers or their interests.
The Commission’s review of these changes, which were necessary to reach agreement on
valuable RPS contracts, absorbed the Commission’s and the parties’ time and resources even
though the substance of the changes had little or no impact on issues of importance to the
Commission. This elevation of process over substance, and the inefficiency and delay it
produces, does not serve the Commission or the RPS program well. The table in Attachment C,

entitled “Table of Issues Regarding Standard Terms and Conditions (“STCs”) Currently

3 CEERT Response to Petition at p. 3; CEERT Response to PD at p. 2; IEP Response to Petition;
Declaration in Attachment B.



Designated ‘May Not Be Modified,”” further identifies the reasons that Petitioners believe the

identified terms and conditions should neither be non-negotiable nor standardized.

2. To Promote Transparency and Efficient Solicitation Negotiations,
Any Remaining Modifiable Standard Terms and Conditions Should
be Updated Annually.

Petitioners believe that the Commission should do away with the modifiable standard
terms and conditions, as their sole true function is to allow transparency of the terms and
conditions used to start negotiations, and that function is already fully served through the pro
forma RPS contracts incorporated in the annual RPS Plans, served on all parties, issued to RPS
developers through the RPS solicitation packages and discussed at the bidders’ conference in at
which developers can pose questions. If the Commission decides to retain the concept of
modifiable terms and conditions, their purpose would be undermined if they are not updated
annually in the pro forma RPS contracts.

Initiating annual RPS solicitations with pro forma RPS contracts containing stale terms
and conditions defeats the goal of transparency that solicitation packages are intended to serve,
and wastes precious negotiation time. False starts are of no benefit to any party in contract
negotiations. The Commission has mandated that the IOUs incorporate “lessons learned” from
RPS contracting experience in their compliance with RPS requirements;>” when that experience
supports improvement in modifiable standard terms and conditions, the IOUs would be
irresponsible to not seek contracts that reflect that improvement. If the pro forma contracts
included in the solicitation packages issued by IOUs do not include the improvements, RPS

developers will be denied the advanced notice of those improvements that would better prepare

37 See, e.g., Scoping Memo and Ruling of Assigned Commissioner Peevey, Attachment C, at p. 2 (Aug. 21,
2000).

-10 -



them for negotiations, and take up time in negotiations used to explain the differences between

the pro forma contracts and the language that the IOUs seek agreement upon.

C. Recommendations to Ensure Standard Terms and Conditions Reflect RPS
Contracting Experience, Promote Successful RPS Contract Formation and
Provide for Efficient, Effective RPS Contract Approval Processes

Petitioners propose the following recommendations to adjust the current set of standard
terms and conditions to meet ongoing RPS program goals and support RPS contracting needs, as
well as to provide clear mechanisms for review and approval of future universal and contract-

specific changes.

1. To Avoid Delay to RPS Contract Negotiations and Inefficient Use of
Commission Resources, an Expedited Review Process is Needed to
Address Universal Changes to Non-Negotiable Standard Terms and
Conditions

Parties that have identified a necessary or desirable change to a standard term or
condition that would provide universal benefits should be encouraged to bring the proposed
change to the Commission’s attention promptly, and an expedited review process should be
available to consider that change and, if beneficial, adopt it promptly to facilitate on-going, time-
critical RPS contract negotiations. Changes will inexorably occur that affect RPS contracting
issues, whether a Commission decision on greenhouse gas, a statutory change on RPS or
environmental matters, or court decision on contracting. When such changes occur, RPS
contract formation may be affected immediately. The availability of a mechanism to address
such changes promptly will avoid inefficient, case-by-case evaluation of potentially inconsistent
proposed changes in individual contracts, and the accompanying uncertainty that would be
detrimental to the RPS program.

Petitioners propose that the scoping memo for the RPS implementation proceeding

include the review of emerging issues affecting standard terms and conditions as a standing item.

-11 -



Parties could then, by motion, identify the need for a change to a non-negotiable term and
propose specific language to address the concern, with responses due within 20 days. At the
discretion of the Administrative Law Judge, a workshop to discuss the issue could be held if
requested in the initial motion, or in responses. A proposed decision should be issued within 30
days after responses are due or after the workshop, if one is held. This process would provide
efficiency for the Commission and all parties, enabling greater focus of resources on successfully
completing RPS contract negotiations, and providing the regulatory certainty that is needed to

inspire confidence in the California RPS marketplace

2. Changes to any Modifiable Standard Terms & Conditions Should be
Reviewed in Tandem with the Annual RPS Plan Process

The Commission’s recent experience with changes required to implement SB 107
provides a useful model to address changes in any modifiable standard terms and conditions the
Commission may choose to retain. This process coincided with the Commission’s review of the
annual RPS Plans, enabling ALJ Mattson to provide for incorporation of the approved changes
relating to SB 107 into the final pro forma RPS contracts that are included in the annual plans
and distributed to RPS developers, after the plans are approved, in the annual solicitation
packages.

As a result of that process, in which ALJ Mattson solicited recommendations for changes
to standard terms and conditions needed to adjust to the legislation and all interested parties
could provide comments, the RPS developers received solicitation packages that seamlessly
incorporated the standard terms and conditions changed to implement SB 107. The burden on
RPS developers to keep up with RPS proceedings was substantially reduced by providing a
single proposed decision that they would need to review and comment upon in order to have an

impact on the pro forma RPS contracts that form the basis of RPS contract negotiations, rather

-12 -



than one proceeding for the SB 107 changes and a second proceeding for changes identified in
the pro forma RPS contracts.

Petitioners propose that if the Commission decides to continue to require the use of
modifiable standard terms and conditions, the process used for the SB 107 changes be adapted to
allow updating of those modifiable standard terms and conditions to reflect RPS contracting
experience. As with the SB 107 implementation process, the [OUs would identify proposed
changes to the modifiable standard terms and conditions, including red-lined and clean versions
of the proposed language to clearly indicate the changes as well as brief descriptions of the
reasons for the proposed change.

Rather than create separate pleadings, which would increase the burden to RPS
developers by increasing the number of documents and proceedings to track, changes to
modifiable standard terms and conditions would be clearly identified within the Annual RPS
Plans, which RPS developers would look to in order to review the pro forma RPS contracts that
I0Us propose to use for that year’s solicitation. RPS developers, and all other parties, could
submit a single set of comments on the pro forma contracts, including proposed changes to
modifiable standard terms and conditions, and allow the Commission to review those changes in
context and at one time.

This approach is consistent with the Scoping Memo and Ruling of the Assigned
Commissioner setting forth requirements for the 2007 Annual RPS Plans, which required the
Annual RPS Plans to incorporate “lessons learned” from RPS contracting experience,™® as well
as with the Commission’s expressed expectation that “contract language will become more

refined as the parties and the Commission gain further experience.”® It would expedite RPS

¥ D.04-06-014, mimeo, at p. 6.

- 13-



contract negotiations and contract formation, as improvements identified in each cycle could be
fully incorporated in the pro forma RPS contracts that form the basis of negotiations, rather than
starting negotiations with outdated language and having to begin discussion of the underlying
issues anew each time. As with the SB 107 process, all who desired to participate in the
development of the proposed changes could do so, and the final RPS solicitation packages that
RPS developers receive would be complete and accurately representative of the language to be
negotiated. RPS developers would be spared the need to track a separate RPS procedural
process, and could focus on the single aspect of the proceeding that has the most direct impact on

their impending negotiations.

D. Clarification of the RPS Contract Approval Process Will Reduce Uncertainty
and Promote RPS Development

Uncertainties on the contract approval process and the likely time at which a Commission
decision should be expected can chill RPS contract formation, particularly due to time-sensitive
financing arrangements;*® such uncertainties can add to contract costs, to the detriment of
consumers.*! As discussed above, Petitioners ask that the Commission confirm its decision in D.

07-02-011 in this regard, i.e., that RPS contracts containing such changes can be considered by

advice letter unless such changes “raise an important issue (based on a protest or as identified by
Energy Division).” There are no compelling reasons why variations from standard terms and
conditions should not be approvable through the advice letter process.

To an even greater extent than for RPS-obligated entities, who are acutely aware of the

2010 target, time is often of the essence for RPS developers and their financers.** The prospect

40 gee declarations in Attachment A.
“1d.
2D, 07-02-011, mimeo, at p. 49.

8 Gee declarations in Attachment A.

- 14 -



that changing terms will divert approval from the advice letter process to the potentially much-
longer application process is simply commercially unacceptable for many RPS developers and
financers.** Moreover, it creates risks for RPS developers that are inconsistent with the
Commission’s policy to promote RPS development.

The uncertainties inherent in the application process can substantially reduce the
likelihood of RPS success and increase the costs of RPS contracts, for several reasons. The
online date of an RPS project may well be delayed by the mere possibility that the application
process may take a protracted amount of time, as sellers’ reluctance to invest further resources in
their projects, including commitment to equipment or other binding expenditures, increases in
proportion to potential delay in the anticipated approval date.*®

During a lengthy approval process, potential for changes in cost inputs to RPS projects
also increase. These inputs include, but are not limited to, the expiration of tax credits (limiting
the ability of the project to take advantage of such credits); changes in commodity prices (e.g.,
steel, cranes, labor), and changes in availability of increasingly-scarce renewable generation
equipment.ﬁ These factors, and the concomitant increase in risk to sellers, may contribute to
increased financing costs.*

The end result of such delays and uncertainties is higher prices to buyers, as sellers can
be expected to seek to recover their potential increases in costs as well as a premium to account
for their increased risk. If RPS developers and financers cannot assuage their concerns

sufficiently through increased prices, the developers may well offer their often-scarce renewable

-15 -



equipment and financing to other, more accommodating markets competing for renewable
projects.

The slippages in online dates, increases in contract pricing, lost opportunities and
increase in perception of difficulty of project approval in California could cause substantial harm
to the RPS program and its chances for success. The approval of RPS contracts through the
advice letter process and Commission resolution would reduce these risks to a minimum, while
providing ample procedural protection, remaining fully consistent with the Commission’s policy

on the contract approval process,*® and reducing the administrative burden of the RPS program.

V. CONCLUSION

The Commission anticipated that the approach to the standard terms and conditions
adopted by the Joint Ruling and D.04-06-014 would need adjustment to fit the needs and
experience of the RPS program as it developed. The general approach adopted by D.04-06-014
has served the program well, but increased flexibility, consistent with the theme of SB 107, has
emerged as a necessity to allow changes in standard terms and conditions to conform to law,
project specifics, developer financing needs, and the commercial needs of desirable RPS projects
whose viability depends on such changes.

Allowing adjustments to all RPS standard terms and conditions, excluding the definitions
of CPUC Approval, Green Attributes and RECs, and providing clear mechanisms for approval of
universally-applicable and case-specific changes to standard terms and conditions, would
improve the efficiency of the RPS process and provide increased comfort with the California

RPS regulatory environment to the RPS marketplace. RPS-obligated entities will be better able

% D.05-01-032, mimeo, at pp. 8-10.
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to “focus on seeking and signing the best possible contracts for renewable energy” that the
Commission desires*” if the Commission grants the relief requested by this petition, i.e.:

1. Reducing the non-negotiable standard terms to: the definitions of Green Attributes,
RECs, and CPUC Approval;

2. Elimination of all other standard terms and conditions, or, in the alternative, conversion
of the remaining non-negotiable terms and conditions to modifiable provisions and
elimination of current modifiable standard terms and conditions; and,

3. Clear, expedited processes for reviewing subsequent changes to standard terms and
conditions.

These modifications and clarifications will enhance the ability of RPS-obligated entities to attain
the 20% target, and promote the ultimate success of the RPS program overall.

Petitioners therefore request that the Commission adopt the modifications to the Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Ordering Paragraphs proposed in Attachment D. In the
alternative, if after reviewing any responses that may be filed to this amended petition for
modification, the Commission determines that further exploration of the issues addressed herein
would be advisable, Petitioners request that the Commission order a workshop be held in either
of the two ongoing RPS proceedings at the earliest possible date, to promote continued and
/1
/1
/1
/1
/1
/1

1

¥ D.06-10-050, mimeo, at p. 13 (quoting D.06-05-039, mimeo, at p. 29, in turn citing D.05-07-039, mimeo,
at p. 12).
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timely progress on RPS contract negotiations and formation and to reduce the continued
administrative burden of case-specific changes currently imposing upon counterparties and
Commission resources alike.

Respectfully submitted,
WILLIAM V. MANHEIM

EVELYN C. LEE
ARTHUR L. HAUBENSTOCK

By: /s/ Arthur L. Haubenstock

ARTHUR L. HAUBENSTOCK

Attorneys for

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 Beale Street, B30A

San Francisco, CA 94105

Telephone:  (415) 973-4868

Facsimile: (415) 973-5520

E-mail: ALHJ@PGE.com

Dated: June 15, 2007
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ATTACHMENT A



DECLARATION OF JAMES D. SHANDALOV

I, James D. Shandalov, declare:

1. Iam presently employed by Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”), and
have been an employee at PG&E since 2004. My current title is Principal in PG&E’s
Energy Supply Department. In this position, my responsibilities include negotiating
power purchase agreements (“PPAs”) with counterparties in the business of producing
electric energy from renewable energy resources, as part of PG&E’s efforts to comply
with California’s Renewables Portfolio Standard (“RPS”). In carrying out these
responsibilities, I have acquired knowledge of PG&E’s contracts with such sellers and
the negotiation of such transactions.

2. Based on my experience and the concerns that renewables sellers have expressed
to me and/or to others at PG&E, I make the following statements:

a. Itis very important for PG&E to have flexibility to negotiate all PPA terms,
except for the Renewable Energy Credit (“REC”), Green Attributes, and CPUC Approval
definitions. This flexibility is necessary to assure that the terms of the PPA meet the
varying and evolving needs of renewable energy facilities and their developers and
financers, and the innovative technologies that renewable energy facilities often employ.

b. PG&E supports standardizing the definitions of RECs and Green Attributes, to
allow for a uniform REC product that can be traded, as well as the definition of CPUC
Approval.

c. PG&E believes that the standardization of terms (other than the definitions of
RECs, Green Attributes, and CPUC Approval), and in particular the restrictions on
modification of other terms, has restrained progress on successful completion of RPS
contracts and at times threatened the viability of otherwise desirable renewable energy
projects, causing undue frustration to both buyers and sellers. PG&E believes that these
disadvantages outweigh any benefits from standardization of terms other than the
definitions of RECs, Green Attributes, and CPUC Approval, and threaten the primary
goal of the RPS program, which is to attain the RPS target of renewable energy
deliveries.

d. PG&E has found that non-negotiable terms lead to a more difficult and protracted
PPA negotiation for renewable energy facilities. The rigidity of non-negotiable terms
consumes a significant amount of time, diverting resources from the work needed to
finalize RPS PPAs.

e. PG&E has found that non-negotiable provisions can, and have, made meeting the
needs of diverse and developing RPS technologies more difficult.



f. PG&E has been informed that non-negotiable terms can make, and have made,
financing for some renewable energy projects more difficult and more expensive.

g. PG&E has found that negotiations for renewable energy facilities are faster and
more efficient if negotiations begin with terms and conditions that are updated to reflect
lessons learned from renewable energy contracting experience.

h. PG&E has experienced frustration, and has been informed by renewables sellers
of their frustration, with the need to incorporate standard terms and conditions that
neither applicable to the RPS contract under negotiation nor commercially justified

1. PG&E has found that the modification to non-negotiable terms and conditions has
at times proven necessary to successfully complete RPS contract formation with
otherwise desirable renewable energy projects that, based on PG&E’s solicitation
evaluation criteria, appeared to be viable in all other respects.

J. PG&E has been informed that time is of the essence in many RPS contract
negotiations, and has been told that equipment and financing availability for renewables
projects is time-sensitive.

k. PG&E has found that renewables sellers have sought increased contract pricing as
a result of increased financing and other cost inputs associated with delays in contract
formation and approval related to difficulties with non-negotiable terms and conditions.

l.  PG&E has been informed by renewables sellers that uncertainty as to CPUC
approval of RPS contracts, and the time at which approval could be expected, has
threatened the availability and/or cost of financing, which PG&E has been informed is
often time-sensitive.

m. PG&E has been informed that the prospect of the long review times that can occur
with the CPUC’s application process was commercially unacceptable for RPS contracts
under consideration. PG&E has also been informed that the online date of renewables
projects can be delayed if the effective date of the contract is postponed.

n. PG&E believes that sellers can and have been hesitant to invest resources in their
projects, including commitment to equipment or other binding expenditures, in the face
of uncertainty as to the anticipated contract approval date.

0. PG&E understands that changes in cost inputs to RPS projects can occur between
the time that contracts are executed and the time that they receive CPUC approval, and
that the risk of these costs worsening increases with the length of time between these
dates. The costs that may increase include, but are not limited to, the expiration of tax
credits (limiting the ability of the project to take advantage of such credits); changes in
commodity prices (e.g., steel, cranes, labor), and changes in availability of increasingly-
scarce renewable generation equipment.



p. PG&E has found that non-negotiable terms can make, and have made, successful
development of RPS projects more difficult, primarily due to complications associated
with assignment, including refinancing.

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of California that the foregoing
is true and correct.

Executed on June 15, 2007 at 0 King & | California.

/;: / CQ—“ U/H}\-‘h&'f v,
s

(Name) SHAND ALY

57 A el
(Title)
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DECLARATION OF MIKE ROGERS

I, Mike Rogers, declare:

L. [ am the Senior Vice President of the West Region for Calpine
Corporation, and I make this declaration in support of the Amended Petition for
Modification with respect to the Standard Terms and Conditions for power purchase
agreement contracts (“PPAs”) with renewable energy facilities intended to contribute
towards California’s Renewables Portfolio Standard (“RPS”).

2. Calpine Corp. is the developer of Geysers Power Company, and has over
20 vears of experience in developing renewable energy facilities. [ have experience in
negotiating PPAs, including experience in negotiating PPAs for renewable energy
facilities to contribute towards Califorma’s RPS program.

3. Based on my experience, and the experience of Calpine Corp., I make the
following statements:

a. [t is very important for renewable energy facility developers to have
flexibility to negotiate all PPA terms, except for the Renewable Energy Credit
(“REC™) and Green Attributes definitions. This flexibility is necessary to assure that
the terms of the PPA meet the varying and evolving needs of the facilities and their
devcelopers and financers, and the innovative technologies that renewable energy
facilities often employ.

b. Calpine Corp. supports standardizing the definitions of RECs and Green
Attributes to allow for a uniform REC product that can be traded. We do not support
standardizing any terms and conditions other than the definitions of RECs and Green
Attributes.

c. Non-negotiable terms lead to a more difficult and protracted PPA
negotiation for renewable energy facilities. The rigidity of non-negotiable terms
makes conforming PPAs to the needs of developers and financers much more
difficult, and consumes a significant amount of time, diverting resources from the
work needed to finalize RPS PPAs. The imposition of non-negotiable terms makes
PPAs with buyers who must use them less attractive.

d. Non-negotiable terms can make financing for some renewable energy
projects more difficult and more expensive.

¢.  PPA negotiations for renewable energy facilities are faster and more
efficient if negotiations begin with terms and conditions that are updated to reflect
lessons learned from renewable energy contracting experience.



1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of California that the foregoing
18 true and correct.

Executed on June 13™, 2007 at San Francisco, California.

ke Pzeoa

Mike Rogers

Senior Vice President



ATTACHMENT C

ISSUES REGARDING STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS (“STCs”)

CURRENTLY DESIGNATED AS “MAY NOT BE MODIFIED”

STC

STC Language With Proposed Changes Identified*

ISSUES

1 CPUC Approval

“CPUC Approval” means a final and non-appealable order of the CPUC, without conditions or
modifications unacceptable to the Parties, or either of them, which contains the following terms:

(a) approves this Agreement in its entirety, including payments to be made

(b)

by the Buyer, subject to CPUC review of the Buyer’s administration of
the Agreement:;

finds that any procurement pursuant to this Agreement is procurement
from an eligible renewable energy resource for purposes of determining
Buyer’s compliance with any obligation that it may have to procure
eligible renewable energy resources pursuant to the California
Renewables Portfolio Standard (Public Utilities Code Section 399.11 et
seq.), Decision 03-06-071, or other applicable law; and

(c) _finds that any procurement pursuant to this Agreement constitutes

incremental procurement or procurement for baseline replenishment by
Buyer from an eligible renewable energy resource for purposes of
determining Buyer’s compliance with any obligation to increase its total
procurement of eligible renewable energy resources that it may have
pursuant to the California Renewables Portfolio Standard, CPUC
Decision 03-06-071, or other applicable law:-and.

CPUC Approval will be deemed to have occurred on the date that a CPUC decision containing
such findings becomes final and non-appealable.

Issues: No substantive changes required.

Proposal: Petitioners propose retaining designation of this provision as
“may not be modified.”

L Per Decision (“D.”) 04-06-014

2 Comparing standard terms and conditions set forth in D. 04-06-014 against changes to the standard terms and conditions that have been previously proposed or are being proposed as part of this amended petition.
Many of the changes that appear in this attachment have been previously approved by the Commission in D. 07-02-011.
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STC | STC STC Language With Proposed Changes Identified ISSUES
#
2 | Definition and “EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes” means any and all credits, benefits, emissions reductions, Issues: The substantive changes to the definition previously referred to

Ownership of RECs

offsets, and allowances, howsoever entitled, attributable to the generation from the
Units)Project, and its displacement of conventional erergyEnergy generation.
EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes include but are not limited to_ Renewable Energy Credits, as well
as: (1) any avoided emissions of pollutants to the air, soil or water such as sulfur oxides (SOx),
nitrogen oxides (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO) and other pollutants; (2) any avoided emissions of
carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons,
sulfur hexafluoride and other greenhouse gases (GHGs) that have been determined by the United
Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, or otherwise by law, to contribute to the
actual or potential threat of altering the Earth’s climate by trapping heat in the atmosphere; and
(3) the reporting rights to these avoided emissions, such as Green Tag Reporting Rights. Green
Tag Reporting Rights are the right of a Green Tag Purchaser to report the ownership of
accumulated Green Tags in compliance with federal or state law, if applicable, and to a federal or
state agency or any other party at the Green Tag Purchaser’s discretion, and include without
limitation those Green Tag Reporting Rights accruing under Section 1605(b) of The Energy
Policy Act of 1992 and any present or future federal, state, or local law, regulation or bill, and
international or foreign emissions trading program. Green Tags are accumulated on kWha MWh
basis and one Green Tag represents the EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes associated with one (1)
MWh of erergy—EnvirenmentalEnergy. Green Attributes do not include (i) any erergyEnergy,
capacity, reliability or other power attributes from the Ynit{s)Project, (ii) production tax credits
associated with the construction or operation of the energy-projeetsProject and other financial
incentives in the form of credits, reductions, or allowances associated with the prejeetProject that
are applicable to a state or federal income taxation obligation, (iii) fuel-related subsidies or
“tipping fees” that may be paid to Seller to accept certain fuels, or local subsidies received by the
generator for the destruction of particular pre-existingpreexisting pollutants or the promotion of
local environmental benefits, or (iv) emission reduction credits encumbered or used by the
Unit(s)Project for compliance with local, state, or federal operating and/or air quality permits.

If SeHer>sUnit(sjthe Project is a biomass or landfill gas facility and Seller receives any tradable
Environmental-Green Attributes based on the greenhouse gas reduction benefits or other
emission offsets attributed to its fuel usage, it shall provide Buyer with sufficient
EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes to ensure that there are zero net emissions associated with the

production of electricity from suehfaethity-"the Project.

as “Environmental Attributes,” now “Green Attributes,” the addition of
the definition for “Renewable Energy Credit”, and the substantive
changes to the conveyance provision resulted from SB 107 and were
approved in D. 07-02-011, as modified by D. 07-05-057. These
changes are reflected in the revisions.

The definition of Green Attributes will likely be affected by changing
greenhouse gas requirements adopted by the Commission and/or
enacted under state or federal law, along with other changes in
environmental and/or environmental law. Petitioners propose a clear,
expedited process for considering and adopting such changes.

The provision specifying conveyance of Green Attributes requires the
Seller to convey the entirety of the Green Attributes related to the
project. However, if Renewable Energy Credits (“RECs”) are adopted
for compliance, Load Serving Entities may wish to procure separately
energy, capacity and Green Attributes, and sellers may wish that
flexibility to optimize their sales. This flexibility would enhance
opportunities for renewable energy project development, and would not
harm any Commission interest. Thus, Petitioners are proposing
changes to the conveyance provision.

Proposal: Petitioners propose retaining the designation of “may not be
modified” for the definitions of “Green Attributes” and “Renewable
Energy Credit.” Petitioners propose a clear, expedited process to
address anticipated changes in environmental and RPS law.

Petitioners also propose elimination of the Green Attributes
conveyance provision as a standard term and condition, or, in the
alternative, that this provision be designated as modifiable and revised
as provided in this Attachment C.
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“Renewable Energy Credit” has the meaning set forth in Public Utilities Code Section 399.12(g),
as may be amended from time to time or as further defined or supplemented by [1][L]aw.

SO meiesmmren 3.2 Green Attributes. Seller hereby provides and conveys all
i Green Attributes from the HUnit{s)Project to Buyer as part of the Product being

delivered;-as-—su bed : ansaction-€o atienfo
forth-in-such-confirmation. Seller represents and warrants that Seller holds the rights to all
EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes from the Unit(s)Project, and Seller agrees to convey and hereby

conveys all such EnvirenmentalGreen Attributes to Buyer as included in the delivery of the
Product from the Unit{s)-Project.

SEP Awards,
Contingencies

“Seller Termination Right. If “Seller Termination Right” is specified as being “Applicable” on
the Cover Sheet, then the following provisions in this Section 10.1(a) shall apply.

fa)-(1) If Seller’s Bid Price exceeds the Market Price Referent, Seller may seek a PGC
Funding Award from the CaliferniaEnergy-Commission-orits-sueeessorageney
“CEC™);CEC for an amount (in $§ per MWh) equal to the positive difference derived
by subtracting (a) the Market Price Referent (in $ per MWh) from (b) the Bid Price (in
$ per MWh) (“PGC Fund Amount”). To the extent that Seller seeks such PGC Fund
Award, Seller shall use best efforts to comply with all funding criteria and obtain the
PGC Fund Amount and Buyer shall reasonably support Seller’s efforts. If Seller does
not obtain a PGC Funding Confirmation or PGC Funding Award by 11:59 p.m.
Pacific Standard Time on the 120th day from the date on which Buyer files this
FransactionAgreement for CPUC Approval (“Funding Termination Deadline”), then
Seller may unilaterally terminate this Transaction prior to the Funding Termination
Deadline effective as of the date on which Buyer receives Seller’s written notice of
termination. If Seller exercises this termination right, neither Buyer nor Seller shall be
subject to liability of any kind.

fb)-(ii) At any time prior to the Funding Termination Deadline, if applicable, Seller
shall send to Buyer within ten (10) days of (ia) obtaining a PGC Funding
Confirmation or PGC Funding Award, written notice of such confirmation or award
and a copy of the final funding award agreement entered into by the CaliforniaEnergy
Commission;-or-its-sueeessorageney(—CECCEC and Seller, if the funding award
agreement has been granted at that time, or (itb) receiving written notice from the
CEC denying Seller’s application for the requested PGC Fund Amount , a copy of

Issues: On its face, this provision is only applicable if the price
exceeds the Market Price Referent; for contracts with lower pricing,
inclusion of the provision is confusing and unnecessary, and should be
omitted. Under current law, this provision is also applicable only to
RPS solicitation contracts, and not to bilateral or short-term contracts,
and should be omitted from such contracts as well. The Legislature is
considering substantial changes to Public Goods Charge (“PGC”)
funding under SB 1036, which would render these provisions
inapplicable and confusing. Even if PGC funding is not changed,
Petitioners desire the flexibility to ensure stability of contract pricing
and other terms by allowing contingent remedies other than a seller’s
termination right in the event that PGC funding is not as anticipated,
which may well be preferable to sellers and would be subject to the
seller’s agreement. Non-substantive, conforming changes have been
made to this provision.

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a
standard term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision
be designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this
Attachment C.
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such notice and a written statement from Seller, in which Seller shall (Al) waive its
termination rights under this Section —10.1(a) or (BII) notify Buyer that the
Transaction is terminated, pursuant to the terms of this CenfirmationAgreement. If
Seller has the right to terminate this Transaction, but fails to send written notice of
termination by the Funding Termination Deadline, then Seller’s termination right per
this Seetioen—subsection 10.1(a) shall be deemed waived in its entirety.

“Bid Price” means the price as bid by Seller in response to the RFP or such other price as may
be arrived at through negotiation-

“Market Price Referent” means the market price referent applicable to this Agreement, as
determined by the CPUC in accordance with Public Utilities Code Section 399.15(c).

“Public Goods Charge Funding” or “PGC Funds” means any supplemental energy payments,
pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 399.15, as shallmay be modified or amended from time
to time.

“PGC Funding Award” means the final award of allocated PGC Funds from the CEC to Seller,
pursuant to Section {25743 (a) of the California Public Resource Codet, as shall be modified or
amended from time to time.

“PGC Funding Confirmation” means a written notice from the CEC to the-Seller acknowledging
Seller’s request for PGC Funds and the availability of such funds for Seller in a future PGC
Funding Award-

“PGC Funding Termination Event”. If “PGC Funding Termination Event” is specified as being
“Applicable” on the Cover Sheet, then the following provisions in this Section 10.1(b) shall
apply:

Lot mendines bemenion e e pine n e Dalles e binine o (1) PGC Funding
Confirmation or PGC Funding Award, (:A) the PGC Funding Confirmation or PGC
Funding Award is revoked in whole or in part by the CEC for reasons not caused by
Seller’s action or inaction, (#iB) such revocation occurs prior to the issuance of a PGC
Funding Award or during the term of the PGC Funding Award, and (iC) Seller has
not received a financial benefit in the form of tax credits or any other source of public
funding or credit directly related to the Product sold under this
CeonfirmationAgreement, which benefit would offset the loss incurred from the
revocation of the PGC Funding Confirmation or PGC Funding Award, then Seller
shall have the right to terminate this Transaction, subject to Buyer’s Right of First
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Refusal Option. If Seller exercises this termination right neither Buyer nor Seller
shall be subject to liability arising from such termination.

Not more than ten (10) days from the-Seller’s receipt of written notification regarding
revocation of the PGC Funding Confirmation or PGC Funding Award in whole or
part, Seller shall notify Buyer in writing of the revocation of the PGC Funding
Confirmation or PGC Funding Award, certify it has not received an offsetting
financial benefit per clause (##C) above, and certify that such revocation is not due to
Seller’s action or inaction. Seller shall also provide Buyer with a copy of such CEC
notification- (“Revocation Notice”). Seller shall specify in its Revocation Notice what
percentage of lost PGC funding it is willing to accept to continue to perform under
this Transaction (not exceeding 100%).

b)—(ii) Right of First Refusal Option.
(A) Option. Buyer, in its sole discretion, shall have the right, but not the obligation,

to pay to Seller the percentage of lost PGC funding specified in its Revocation Notice
(“Lost PGC Funds”) and Seller shall continue performing under the Transaction for
the remaining term of the Transaction (the “Option”). Buyer shall have 30 days from
its receipt of the Revocation Notice to exercise the Option (“Exercise Period”), subject
to Option Approval, as defined below.

(#B) Exercise of Option. If Buyer chooses to exercise the Option, Buyer shall send

written notice to Seller stating that Buyer is exercising the Option, conditioned upon
Buyer’s receipt of Option Approval, as defined below, within +86one hundred eighty
days of the date on which Buyer received the Revocation Notice. The effectiveness of
the Option exercise shall be subject to Buyer’s receipt of a final, non-appealable order
issued by the CPUC, satisfactory to Buyer, approving Buyer’s exercise of the Option
and recovery of costs associated with the payment of the percentage of lost PGC
Funding (“Option Approval”). The date on which Buyer provides written notice of
its Option exercise to Seller shall be the “Exercise Date.” Buyer shall file an advice
filing or application seeking the Option Approval within 30thirty days of the Exercise
Date.

(#C)  Payment. Prior to Buyer’s receipt of Option Approval, Buyer shall pay Seller

the Lost PGC Funds, which would have been due to Seller on a monthly basis for the
period between the Exercise Date and the next invoice following the date on which
the Option Approval is issued. Upon receipt of Option Approval, Buyer shall continue
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paying Seller’s Lost PGC Funds on a monthly basis until the expiration of the term of
Seller’s PGC Funding Award, or Reinstatement of Seller’s PGC funding, whichever
comes first.

(#vD)  Seller’s Termination Right. Seller may terminate the Transaction in accordance

with subsection (ab)(i) above upon the occurrence of any of the following events: (Al)
Buyer provides written notice to Seller rejecting the exercise of the Option, (B1l) the
Option expires without being exercised, (€1Ll) Buyer fails to seek Option Approval
within 30thirty days of the Exercise Date, or (BLV) Buyer fails to obtain Option
Approval within +80one hundred eighty days of Buyer’s receipt of the Revocation
Notice. If Seller then terminates the Transaction, such termination shall be effective
30thirty days from the date on which Seller notifies Buyer of such termination. Both
Parties shall continue to perform under this Transaction until the effectiveness of any
such termination by Seller.Z

(eiii) Reinstatement of PGC Funding. If the PGC Funding Award is reinstated in its

entirety, including retroactive payments for lestLost PGC Funds, at anytime before
(#A) Seller’s termination of this Transaction or (#B) Buyer’s exercise of the Option,
then Seller shall no longer be permitted to terminate this Transaction, pursuant to this
Section —(&10.1(b)(i), and both Parties shall continue to perform under this
Transaction. If the PGC Funding Award is reinstated in whole or in part at anytime
after Buyer has exercised the Option, then Buyer shall be relieved of all further
obligations to pay any of Seller’s lostLost PGC Funds, which will be covered by the
reinstated PGC Funding Award. If PGC Funding Award is reinstated in whole or in
part on a retroactive basis after Buyer has exercised the Option, then Buyer shall have
the right to offset against payments due to Seller that portion of such award amount
equivalent to the testLost PGC Funds paid by Buyer to Seller between the period in
which the PGC Funds were revoked and reinstated. Seller shall notify Buyer in
writing of any such reinstatement of PGC Funds within +0ten days of receiving notice
of such reinstatement from the CEC, CPUC, or other regulatory agency responsible
for the PGC Funds program, which notice shall include a copy of the-such notice.

Confidentiality

Neither Party shall disclose the non-public terms or conditions of this Agreement or any
Transaction hereunder to a third party, other than (i) the Party’s employees, lenders, investors
counsel, accountants or advisors who have a need to know such information and have agreed to
keep such terms confidential, (ii) for disclosure to the-Buyer’s Procurement Review Group, as
defined in CPUC Decision (D). 02-08-071, subject to a confidentiality agreement, (iii) to the

Issues: The purpose of these provisions is to set forth the
confidentiality requirements for the agreements in accordance with the
applicable rules. The utilities are required to comply with the CPUC's
and Legislature's confidentiality rules. These requirements may
change over time necessitating revision of these provisions. For
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CPUC under seal for purposes of review, (iv) disclosure of terms specified in and pursuant to
Section +6-4210.8 of this Agreement; (v) in order to comply with any applicable law,
regulation, or any exchange, control area or $SOCAISO rule, or order issued by a court or entity
with competent jurisdiction over the disclosing Party (“Disclosing Party”), other than to those
entities set forth in subsection (vi); or (vi) in order to comply with any applicable regulation,
rule, or order of the CPUC, CEC, or the Eederal EnergyRegulatory-CommisstorFERC. In
connection with requests made pursuant to clause (v) of this Section +0-4+3+10.7 (“Disclosure
Order”) each Party shall, to the extent practicable, use reasonable efforts: (i) to notify the other
Party prior to disclosing the confidential information and (ii) prevent or limit such disclosure.
After using such reasonable efforts, the Disclosing Party shall not be: (i) prohibited from
complying with a Disclosure Order or (ii) liable to the other Party for monetary or other
damages incurred in connection with the disclosure of the confidential information. Except as
provided in the preceding sentence, the Parties shall be entitled to all remedies available at law
or in equity to enforce, or seek relief in connection with, this confidentiality obligation.

“RPS Confidentiality. Notwithstanding Section +0-+1+10.7 of this Agreement, at any time on or
after the date on which the Buyer makes its advice filing letter seeking CPUC Approval of
thethis Agreement, either Party shall be permitted to disclose the following terms with respect to
such Transaction: Party names, resource type, delivery-term;projeetlocationandprojeet
o 1 Option-B1 he ed onthe % $7= hoo neither P h A1 ocen namae

et location, his Secti )12 until si he of h CPLIC
ApprovalDelivery Term, Project location, Contract Capacity, anticipated Commercial Operation
Date, Contract Quantity, and Delivery Point.”

The Cover Sheet of the Agreement shall be amended by-adding-toas shown below by revising
Article 10, Confidentiality, anew—OptionB;as follows:

[] “Confidentiality Applicable.

=i B RPS Confidentiali licable.
[ —Optient Confidentiality Notification: If-Optien-C-is checked on the Cover Shee

Seller has waived its right to notification in accordance with Section +0-+-10.7(v).”

If not checked, inapplicable®.

example, SB107 recently changed the confidentiality requirements for
RPS PPAs. As a result, the CPUC conducted a process to formally
adopt the modifications to these provisions, as reflected in the redline.

Parties may wish to make further changes to confidentiality
provisions, such as specific forms, content and times of notice to
counterparties in the event of disclosure, that are not adverse to any
Commission interest, although such modifications would arguably be
“substantive” and thus currently prohibited. Such changes could be
placed in a separate provision, but this would be counter to good
commercial contracting practices, which require provisions affecting
the same subject to be within the same provisions to avoid contract
administration difficulties.

This term does not need to be standardized to ensure that the interests
of customers, the State and the counterparties are protected. As long
as the confidentiality rules are met, the CPUC's objectives are satisfied
and the provision need not be a non-modifiable standard term. This
approach would allow any future changes to the confidentiality rules
to be easily incorporated in RPS agreements without the delay caused
by a proceeding to modify the language.

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a
standard term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision
be designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this
Attachment C.
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Contract Term

“Delivery Term: The Parties shall specify_ and agree to the period of Product delivery for the
“Delivery Term,” as defined herein, by checking one of the following boxes:

Delivery shall be for a period of ten (10) yearsContract Years.
Delivery shall be for a period of fifteen (15) yrearsContract Years.

Delivery shall be for a period of twenty (20) yearsContract Years.

Nen-standard Delivery shall be for a period of years—Contract Years.

Issues: The only requirement for this provision should be that it meets
the Commission's requirements for contract length. The exact language
of this provision, however, need not be standardized to meet this
objective. This approach would only result in delays as new or
changed requirements would need to be incorporated in the provision
through additional Commission action.

For example, the short-term/bilateral MPR phase will address the terms
of contracts the utilities can solicit and the approval process. The
outcome of this proceeding may result in the need to delete the non-
standard delivery provision in certain contracts. It would not be
appropriate to include this language, if the utility is not required to seek
specific approval for a short-term contract.

The standardization also does not work because the term must be
consistent with the remainder of the agreement. For example, PG&E
has been required to make conforming changes to this provision.
PG&E has replaced the words "contract term" with the defined
"delivery term" in the first sentence of the second paragraph, to avoid
confusion with the term of the agreement, which is for period longer
than the energy delivery period. The defined "delivery term" identifies
the number of contract years during which energy is provided under the
agreement and better matches the intent of the provision. PG&E also
replaced years with the defined term "Contract Years" to ensure
consistency. This defined term is a 12 month consecutive period
following the date on which the energy deliveries commence. If this
provision had not been conformed, it may have created confusion that
the reference was to calendar year, which would not have accurately
reflected the number of years in the Delivery Term (unless the contract
happened to commence on January 1 of each year).

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a
standard term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision be
designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this Attachment C.

Eligibility

026 Party—eor-Seller}; and, if applicable, its successors, represents and warrants that

Issues: This provision has caused substantial confusion among RPS
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throughout the term-efthe-Delivery Term of each-Transaction-entered-into-under-this Agreement
that: (ai) the Ynit(s)Project qualifies and is certified by the CEC as an Eligible Renewable
Energy Resource-—=- e bropmadebinedin Dol e Lhilies Code Deetion 200 10 op

Seetion399-16:and-(b)-the Unit(s); and (ii) the Project’s output delivered to HParty——-orBuyer}
qualifies under the requirements of the California RenewableRenewables Portfolio Standard.”

sellers regarding the standards that apply to representations to maintain
eligibility. This provision does not provide comfort to sellers and their
financers regarding the applicable standards at the time that the
representation is made. Clarifications would further, and not be at all
inconsistent, with the Commission’s express intent to avoid chilling
renewable energy project financing. The concept of eligibility remains
important and must be included in RPS contracts, but requiring the
precise language needed to do so is unnecessarily restrictive.

PG&E is currently maintaining this provision in a form consistent
with D.04-06-014 along with the definition of ERR, but has further
modified the provision in this attachment to reflect changes that are
at a minimum necessary to clarify the provision. Please note that the
associated definition of ERR is consistent with D.04-06-014, pp. 13-
14 which request certainty of the applicable law at the time that the
representation is made by seller. The proposed definition of ERR is:
“Eligible Renewable Energy Resource” or “ERR” has the meaning
set forth in the California Public Utilities Code Section 399.12 and
California Public Resource Code Section 25741, as either code
provision is amended or supplement from time to time, provided that
for purposes of Section 10.2(b), the code provisions shall not be
amended or supplemented from time to time with respect to the
definition of Eligible Renewable Energy Resource.

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a standard
term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision be
designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this Attachment C.

16

Assignment

Neither Party shall assign this Agreement or its rights hereunder without the prior written consent
of the other Party, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld; provided, however, either
Party may, without the consent of the other Party (and without relieving itself from liability
hereunder), transfer, sell, pledge, encumber or assign this Agreement or the accounts, revenues or
proceeds hereof to its financing providers and the financing provider(s) shall assume the payment
and performance obligations provided under this Agreement with respect to the transferring Party
provided, however, that in each such case, any such assignee shall agree in writing to be bound
by the terms and conditions hereof and so long as the transferring Party delivers such tax and

Issues: The conditions under which the RPS contract may be assigned
to a lender under the current term requires that the lender must agree to
be bound by the PPA. Sellers have found this unacceptable, as it
presents a barrier to financing, including written consent before a
developer can enter into a financing arrangement with its lender. This
provision is very often unacceptable to sellers, and requires IOUs to
consider or provide consent to assignment even prior to the existence of
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enforceability assurance as the non-transferring Party may reasonably request.

a triggering event.

The flexibility to consider these types of financing arrangements in
advance and determine with the developer which type of financing
would be considered a triggering event of assignment and which types
of events are merely financing arrangements, and do not materially
change the obligations of the developer. These are changes that
enhance RPS contracting, have no impact on the Commission’s
interests in RPS, and should not require Commission review and
approval nor take up any of its time and resources. Although
restrictions on assignment are permissible if agreed to between
counterparties, the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted by California
limits governmental entities’ ability to require restriction of assignment,
and this standard term and condition is not consistent with those
limitations, found in Sections 9406(d) and (f) of the Uniform
Commercial Code.

Sellers have requested the following modifications to this term from
SCE: (i) notice of potential seller defaults, an opportunity to cure seller
defaults and an extension of cure periods so that the lender can cure the
default if it elects to do so; (ii) rights to approve material contract
amendments; and (iii) no lender liability for monetary obligations under
the contract that are due and owing to SCE as of the date of any lender
assumption of the that. SCE has agreed with these terms as reasonable.
In return, however, SCE has requested that the lender agree to keep the
contract in force, or enter into a new contract with substantially
identical terms in the event that a lender or an agent or representative of
lender takes control of the project in a foreclosure, workout or
bankruptcy scenario. SCE believes that the additional assurance that
the contract will remain in force notwithstanding seller financial
difficulties has provided substantial value to SCE as well as to sellers
and lenders.

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a standard
term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision be
designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this Attachment C.

17

Applicable Law

Governing Law. THIS AGREEMENT AND THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF THE PARTIES

Issues: Buyers and sellers must ensure that they can revise and update

10
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HEREUNDER SHALL BE GOVERNED BY AND CONSTRUED, ENFORCED AND this provision in accordance with applicable law without the need for a
PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Commission proceeding. The Commission should not and can not
WITHOUT REGARD TO PRINCIPLES OF CONFLICTS OF LAW. TO THE EXTENT require a provision in conflict with California law to be included in
ENFORCEABLE AT SUCH TIME, EACH PARTY WAIVES ITS RESPECTIVE RIGHT TO RPS agreements pending Commission action on modifications. The
ANY JURY TRIAL WITH RESPECT TO ANY LITIGATION ARISING UNDER OR IN type of confusion and ambiguity that results does not serve customers,
CONNECTION WITH THIS AGREEMENT. counterparties nor the integrity of the RPS. Further, no reason exists

for the exact language of this provision to be standardized.

For example, the California Supreme Court has found pre-dispute
waivers of jury trials to be unenforceable under California law.
Grafton Partners L.P. v. Superior Court, 36 Cal.4th 944 (2005).
Counterparties should have the flexibility to acknowledge this and
other changes in California law in this provision.

Proposal: Petitioners propose elimination of this provision as a
standard term and condition, or, in the alternative, that this provision
be designated as modifiable and revised as provided in this
Attachment C.

11
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Proposed Modifications to Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law & Ordering Paragraphs

Findings of Fact

Ead

6. The standard terms and conditions adopted in 2004 were

suitable for the initial years of the RPS program.

7. RPS contracting experience of both buyers and sellers has lead

them to request reductions in the scope of the initially adopted standard
terms and conditions (“STCs"), and additional flexibility for negotiating

the STCs.

8. Petitioners’ requested relief, and responses thereto, provide a

reasonable basis for the Commission to reconsider the scope of the

originally-approved STCs and its original decision to designate certain

STCs as “may not be modified.”

9. Petitioner’s requested relief, to designate only the definitions

of “Renewable Energy Credit,” “Green Attributes,” and “CPUC Approval”

as not subject to negotiation, provides a reasonable basis for the

Commission to eliminate the designation of all other STCs as “may not be

modified.”

10.  The fundamental purpose of “modifiable” STCs is served by

the incorporation of pro forma RPS contracts within the annual renewable

procurement plans required under Pub. Util. Code § 399.14(b).

*k*



Conclusions of Law

1. Adoption of standard contract terms and conditions is

required by statute, but there is no requirement that standard contract

terms and conditions be non-modifiable .

*Ehx

3. The standard contract terms and conditions proposed by the

CEERT Parties are were generally reasonable for the initial years of the

RPS program, but restriction of standard terms and conditions to the
definitions of Renewable Energy Credit, Green Attributes and CPUC

Approval and the designation of those terms and conditions as non-
negotiable is reasonable and-are supported by the record in this

proceeding and in R.01-10-024, R. 06-05-027 and R. 06-02-012.

Exd

ORDER
IT IS ORDERED that:
1. The sole standard contract terms and conditions for the

California Renewables Portfolio Standard program shall be the definitions

of Renewable Energy Credit, Green Attributes and CPUC Approval, and

those terms shall not be subject to negotiation between counterparties;as
et i A A | 1
2. The scoping memo for R. 06-05-027 shall be amended to,

include, and the scoping memos for any successor proceedings shall
include, the review of any changes to standard terms and conditions that

are required by law or are otherwise desirable.

3. Any party may, by motion in R. 06-05-027 or any successor

proceeding, request consideration of any change to any standard term or

condition that the party believes is required by law or otherwise desirable.




4. Each RPS contract may continue to be presented to the

Commission for its approval by advice letter.

ok



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY ELECTRONIC MAIL

I, the undersigned, state that [ am a citizen of the United States and am employed in the
City and County of San Francisco; that I am over the age of eighteen (18) years and not a party
to the party to the within cause; and that my business address is 77 Beale Street, B30A,
San Francisco, California 94105. I hereby certify that I have this day electronically served the
foregoing document(s) upon each member of the official service list of R.04-04-026 pursuant to

Rule 2.3 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure

AMENDED PETITION FOR MODIFICATION OF D.04-06-014 OF
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 39-E)
AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E)
REGARDING STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS REQUIRED
FOR RENEWABLES PORTFOLIO STANDARD CONTRACTS

on the attached service list, and if no e-mail address was available, the party was served by U.S.
Mail. Courtesy copies were also e-mailed to the service lists for R.06-02-012 and R.06-05-027,

and if no e-mail address was available, the party was served by U.S. Mail.

I certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on June 15, 2007, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ Amy S. Yu
Amy S. Yu

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 Beale Street, B30A

San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 973-2769

asy2(@pge.com
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ABBAS M. ABED ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
402 WEST BROADWAY, STE 400
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
Email: aabed@navigantconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

NEW WEST ENERGY

ISB665

BOX 61868

PHOENIX AZ 85082-1868
Email: rsnichol@srpnet.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

517-B POTRERO AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110-1431
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
Email: cem@newsdata.com
Status: INFORMATION

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720
OAKLAND CA 94612
Email: mrw@mrwassoc.com
Status: INFORMATION

LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALIFORNIAISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO
Email: e-recipient@caiso.com
Status: INFORMATION

STRATEGIC ENERGY, LTD.
7220 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE 120
CARLSBAD CA 92009
Email: customerrelations@sel.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

517-B POTRERO AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110-1431
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
Email: cem@newsdata.com
Status: INFORMATION

JASON ABIECUNAS BLACK & BEATCH GLOBAL
RENEWABLE ENERGY
RENEWABLE ENERGY CONSULTANT
11401 LAMAR
OVERLAND PARK KS 66211
FOR: RENEWABLE ENERGY CONSULTANT
Email: abiecunasjp@bv.com
Status: INFORMATION

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

517-B POTRERO AVE

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110
Email: cem@newsdata.com
Status: INFORMATION

3 PHASES ENERGY SERVICES

2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD., STE 37

MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266
Email: energy@3phases.com
Status: APPEARANCE

ENERGY AMERICA, LLC
ONE STAMFORD PLAZA, 8TH FLOOR
263 TRESSER BLVD.
STAMFORD CT 6901
Email: cindy.sola@directenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

SOCAL WATER/BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS CA 91773

Email: kswitzer@gswater.com

Status: APPEARANCE

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS

101 ASH ST, HQ09

SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
Email: email@semprasolutions.com
Status: APPEARANCE

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720
OAKLAND CA 94612
Email: mrw@mrwassoc.com
Status: INFORMATION
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LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALIFORNIA ISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO
Email: e-recipient@caiso.com
Status: INFORMATION

AOL UTILITY CORP.

12752 BARRETT LANE

SANTA ANA CA 92705
Email: lalehs101@hotmail.com
Status: APPEARANCE

OCCIDENTAL POWER SERVICES, INC.
5 GREENWAY PLAZA, STE 110
HOUSTON TX 77046

Email: ej_wright@oxy.com

Status: APPEARANCE

NEW WEST ENERGY

ISB665

BOX 61868

PHOENIX AZ 85082-1868
Email: rsnichol@srpnet.com
Status: APPEARANCE

3 PHASES ENERGY SERVICES

2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD., STE 37

MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266
Email: energy@3phases.com
Status: APPEARANCE

SOCAL WATER/BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS CA 91773

Email: kswitzer@gswater.com

Status: APPEARANCE

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS

101 ASH ST, HQ09

SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
Email: email@semprasolutions.com
Status: APPEARANCE

ENERGY AMERICA, LLC
ONE STAMFORD PLAZA, 8TH FLOOR
263 TRESSER BLVD.
STAMFORD CT 6901
Email: cindy.sola@directenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

PRAXAIR PLAINFIELD, INC.
2711 CENTERVILLE ROAD, STE 400
WILMINGTON DE 19808
Email: rick_noger@praxair.com
Status: APPEARANCE

APS ENERGY SERVICES COMPANY, INC.
400 E. VAN BUREN ST, STE 750
PHOENIX AZ 85004

Email: stacy.aguayo@apses.com

Status: APPEARANCE

CONSTELLATION NEW ENERGY, INC.
TWO CALIFOORNIA PLAZA
350 SOUTH GRAND AVE, STE 3800
LOS ANGELES CA 90071
Email: bill.chen@constellation.com
Status: APPEARANCE

AMERICAN UTILITY NETWORK
10705 DEER CANYON DRIVE
ALTA LOMA CA 91737
Email: pssed@adelphia.net
Status: APPEARANCE

STRATEGIC ENERGY, LTD.
7220 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE 120
CARLSBAD CA 92009
Email: customerrelations@sel.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CORAL POWER, LLC
4445 EASTGATE MALL, STE 100
SAN DIEGO CA 92121
Email: hharris@coral-energy.com
Status: APPEARANCE
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PILOT POWER GROUP, INC.
9320 CHESAPEAKE DRIVE, STE 112
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
Email: tdarton@pilotpowergroup.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

517-B POTRERO AVE

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110
Email: cem@newsdata.com
Status: INFORMATION

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN ST, STE 720
OAKLAND CA 94612
Email: mrw@mrwassoc.com
Status: INFORMATION

DAN ADLER DIRECTOR, TECH AND POLICY
DEVELOPMENT
CALIFORNIA CLEAN ENERGY FUND
5 THIRD ST, STE 1125
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94103
Email: Dan.adler@calcef.org
Status: INFORMATION

STACY AGUAYO
APS ENERGY SERVICES COMPANY, INC.
400 E. VAN BUREN ST, STE 750
PHOENIX AZ 85004

FOR: APS Energy Company

Email: stacy.aguayo@apses.com

Status: APPEARANCE

CATHIE ALLEN
PACIFICORP
825 NE MULTNOMAH ST, STE 2000
PORTLAND OR 97232
Email: californiadockets@pacificorp.com
Status: INFORMATION

SCOTT J. ANDERS RESEARCH/ADMINISTRATIVE
DIRECTOR
UNIVERSITY OF SAN DIEGO SCHOOL OF LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK
SAN DIEGO CA 92110

Email: scottanders@sandiego.edu

Status: INFORMATION

AOL UTILITY CORP.

12752 BARRETT LANE

SANTA ANA CA 92705
Email: lalehs101@hotmail.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

517-B POTRERO AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110-1431
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
Email: cem@newsdata.com
Status: INFORMATION

LEGAL AND REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALIFORNIA ISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO
Email: e-recipient@caiso.com
Status: INFORMATION

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE

ROSEMEAD CA 91770
FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
Email: case.admin@sce.com
Status: INFORMATION

LYNN M. ALEXANDER

LMA CONSULTING

129 REDWOOD AVE

CORTE MADERA CA 94925
Email: lynn@lmaconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

GARY L. ALLEN
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
Email: gary.allen@sce.com
Status: INFORMATION

ROD AOKI ATTORNEY
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

FOR: CAC

Email: rsa@a-klaw.com

Status: APPEARANCE
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ROD AOKI ATTORNEY
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104

FOR: Occidental Power Services, Inc.

Email: rsa@a-klaw.com
Status: APPEARANCE

PHILIPPE AUCLAIR

11 RUSSELL COURT

WALNUT CREEK CA 94598
Email: philha@astound.net
Status: INFORMATION

ELIZABETH BAKER
SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING
1722 14TH ST, STE 230
BOULDER CO 80304
Email: bbaker@summitblue.com
Status: INFORMATION

GREG BASS

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS

101 ASH ST. HQO09

SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
FOR: Sempra Energy Solutions
Email: gbass@semprasolutions.com
Status: APPEARANCE

KATE BEARDSLEY

PG&E

MAILCODE B9A

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177
Email: kebd@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

C. SUSIE BERLIN
MCCARTHY & BERLIN LLP
100 PARK CENTER PLAZA, STE. 501
SAN JOSE CA 95113
Email: sberlin@mccarthylaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

DAVID A. BISCHEL PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION

1215 K ST, STE 1830

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: California Forestry Association
Email: davidb@cwo.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Total number of addressees: 353

Nilgun Atamturk
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5303
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: nil@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

Amanda C. Baker
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: ab1@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

BARBARA R. BARKOVICH
BARKOVICH & YAP, INC.
44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE
MENDOCINO CA 95460
FOR: BARKOVICH AND YAP INC.
Email: brbarkovich@earthlink.net
Status: INFORMATION

R. THOMAS BEACH PRINCIPAL CONSULTANT
CROSSBORDER ENERGY
2560 NINTH ST, STE 213A
BERKELEY CA 94710-2557
FOR: CROSSBORDER ENERGY
Email: tomb@crossborderenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JANELLE BELAND CHIEF OF STAFF
OFFICE OF SENATOR LELAND Y. YEE
STATE CAPITOL
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: janelle.beland@sen.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

ROGER BERLINER ATTORNEY
BERLINER LAW PLLC
1747 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW, STE 825
WASHINGTON DC 20006
FOR: MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
Email: roger@berlinerlawplic.com
Status: INFORMATION

SCOTT BLAISING ATTORNEY

BRAUN & BLAISING, P.C.

915 L ST, STE 1420

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: blaising@braunlegal.com
Status: INFORMATION
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BILLY BLATTNER
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVE, STE 2060
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
FOR: SDG&E/SoCal Gas
Email: wblattner@semprautilities.com
Status: INFORMATION

Traci Bone
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5206
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: tbo@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

KEVIN BOUDREAUX MANAGER-RETAIL OPERATIONS
CALPINE POWERAMERICA CA, LLC
717 TEXAS AVE, STE 1000
HOUSTON TX 77002
FOR: Calpine
Email: kevin.boudreaux@calpine.com
Status: APPEARANCE

ROBERT T. BOYD
GE WIND ENERGY
6130 STONERIDGE MAIL ROAD, STE 300B
PLEASANTON CA 94588-3287
FOR: GE WIND ENERGY
Email: robert.boyd@ps.ge.com
Status: INFORMATION

STEVE BRINK
CALIFORNIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION
1215 K ST, STE 1830
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: California Forestry Association
Email: steveb@cwo.com
Status: INFORMATION

GLORIA BRITTON

ANZA ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.

58470 HWY 371

PO BOX 391909

ANZA CA 92539
FOR: Anza Electric Cooperative
Email: GloriaB@anzaelectric.org
Status: APPEARANCE

ANDREW B. BROWN ATTORNEY
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H ST

SACRAMENTO CA 95814

ASHLEE M. BONDS
THELEN REID BROWN RAYSMANG&STEINER LLP
SUITE 1800
101 SECOND ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: abonds@thelen.com
Status: INFORMATION

WILLIAM H. BOOTH ATTORNEY
LAW OFFICE OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH
1500 NEWELL AVE., 5TH FLR
WALNUT CREEK CA 94556

FOR: Ridgewood Renewable Power, LLC and Ridgewood

Olinda, LLC/CLECA
Email: wbooth@booth-law.com
Status: APPEARANCE

KAREN E. BOWEN

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

101 CALIFORNIA ST, 39TH FLR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
FOR: California Wind Energy Association
Email: jkarp@winston.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CLARE BREIDENICH
224 1/2 24TH AVE. EAST
SEATTLE WA 98112
Email: cbreidenich@yahoo.com
Status: INFORMATION

ADAM BRIONES
THE GREENLINING INSTITUTE
1918 UNIVERSITY AVE, 2ND FLR
BERKELEY CA 94704
Email: adamb@greenlining.org
Status: INFORMATION

DEBORAH BROCKETT CONSULTANT
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
SPEAR STREE TOWER, SUITE 1200
ONE MARKET ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: dbrockett@navigantconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

NINA BUBNOVA CASE MANAGER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, ;
Email: nbb2@pge.com Page 5 of 26
Status: INFORMATION

FOR: Constellation New Energy, Inc./Praxair Plainfield, Inc.
Email: abb@eslawfirm.com
Status: APPEARANCE
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CRAIG M. BUCHSBAUM ATTORNEY
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

Email: cmb3@pge.com

Status: APPEARANCE

DAN L. CARROLL ATTORNEY
DOWNEY BRAND, LLP
555 CAPITOL MALL, 10TH FLR
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Mountain Utilities
Email: dcarroll@downeybrand.com
Status: APPEARANCE

STEVE CHADIMA

ENERGY INNOVATIONS, INC.

130 WEST UNION ST

PASADENA CA 91103
Email: steve@energyinnovations.com
Status: INFORMATION

CLIFF CHEN
UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTIST
2397 SHATTUCK AVE, STE 203
BERKELEY CA 94704

Email: cchen@ucsusa.org

Status: INFORMATION

ED CHIANG
ELEMENT MARKETS, LLC
ONE SUGAR CREEK CENTER BLVD., STE 250
SUGAR LAND TX 77478
Email: echiang@elementmarkets.com
Status: INFORMATION

MARY COLLINS POLICY ADVISOR TO COMMISSIONER
LIEBERMAN
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION
160 NORTH LASALLE ST, STE. C-800
CHICAGO IL 60601
FOR: ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION
Email: mcollins@icc.illinois.gov
Status: INFORMATION

DOUGLAS E. COVER
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES
225 BUSH ST, STE 1700
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
Email: dcover@esassoc.com
Status: INFORMATION

TRENT A. CARLSON
RELIANT ENERGY
1000 MAIN ST
HOUSTON TX 77001
Email: tcarlson@reliant.com
Status: INFORMATION

TIMOTHY CASTILLE
LANDS ENERGY CONSULTING, INC.
18109 SE 42ND ST
VANCOUVER WA 98683
Email: castille@landsenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

JENNIFER CHAMBERLIN

STRATEGIC ENERGY, LLC

2633 WELLINGTON CT.

CLYDE CA 94520
FOR: Strategic Energy
Email: jchamberlin@strategicenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

WILLIAM H. CHEN

CONSTELLATION NEW ENERGY, INC.

SPEAR TOWER, 36TH FLOOR

ONE MARKET ST

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: Constellation New Energy, Inc.
Email: bill.chen@constellation.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Susannah Churchill
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: sc1@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

THOMAS P. CORR
SEMPRA ENERGY GLOBAL ENTERPRISES
101 ASH ST, HQ16C
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
Email: tcorr@sempra.com
Status: INFORMATION

BRIAN CRAGG ATTORNEY
GOODIN, MAC BRIDE, SQUERI, RITCHIE & DAY
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
FOR: Independent Energy Producers Association
(IEPA)/Caithness Corporation
Email: bcragg@goodinmacbride.com Page 6 of 26
Status: APPEARANCE
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HOLLY B. CRONIN STATE WATER PROJECT
OPERATIONS DIV

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

3310 EL CAMINO AVE., LL-90

SACRAMENTO CA 95821
Email: hcronin@water.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

JOHN DALESSI

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600

RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670-6078
FOR: Kings River Conservation District
Email: jdalessi@navigantconsulting.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Christopher Danforth
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4209
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214

Email: ctd@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE

THOMAS R. DARTON

PILOT POWER SERVICES, INC.

SUITE 112

9320 CHESAPEAKE DRIVE

SAN DIEGO CA 92123
FOR: Pilot Power Group, Inc.
Email: tdarton@pilotpowergroup.com
Status: APPEARANCE

KEVIN DAVIES

SOLAR DEVELOPMENT INC.

2424 PROFESSIONAL DR.

ROSEVILLE CA 95661-7773
Email: kevin@solardevelop.com
Status: INFORMATION

KYLE L. DAVIS

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH,

PORTLAND OR 97232
Email: kyle.l.davis@pacificorp.com
Status: INFORMATION

NEAL DE SNOO ENERGY OFFFICE

CITY OF BERKELEY

2180 MILVIA AVE

BERKELEY CA 94704
FOR: East Bay Power Authority/City of Berkeley
Email: ndesnoo@ci.berkeley.ca.us
Status: APPEARANCE

WILLIAM CRONIN
ENERGY AMERICA, LLC
ONE STAMFORD FPLAZA, 8TH FLOOR
263 TRESSER BLVD.
STAMFORD CT 6901
FOR: Energy America, LLC
Status: APPEARANCE

JOHN DALESSI
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670-6078
FOR: South San Joaquin Valley/Kings River Conservation
District
Email: jdalessi@navigantconsulting.com
Status: APPEARANCE

THOMAS DARTON

PILOT POWER GROUP, INC.

9320 CHESAPEAKE DRIVE, STE 112

SAN DIEGO CA 92123
FOR: Pilot Power Group, Inc.
Email: tdarton@pilotpowergroup.com
Status: APPEARANCE

DOUG DAVIE

DAVIE CONSULTING, LLC

3390 BEATTY DRIVE

EL DORADO HILLS CA 95762
Email: dougdpucmail@yahoo.com
Status: INFORMATION

KYLE DAVIS
PACIFICORP
825 NE MULNOMAH, STE 2000
PORTLAND OR 97232
Email: kyle.l.davis@pacificorp.com
Status: INFORMATION

MICHAEL B. DAY ATTORNEY
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
FOR: PV Now
Email: mday@gmssr.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Matthew Deal

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

EXECUTIVE DIVISION

505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: mjd@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE Page 7 of 26
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MICHAEL DEANGELIS

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

6201 S ST

SACRAMENTO CA 95817-1899
FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
Email: mdeange@smud.org
Status: INFORMATION

PAUL DELANEY
AMERICAN UTILITY NETWORK (A.U.N.)
10705 DEER CANYON DRIVE
ALTA LOMA CA 91737
FOR: American Utility Network
Email: pssed@adelphia.net
Status: APPEARANCE

DEREK DENNISTON

THE DENNISTON GROUP, LLC

101 BELLA VISTA AVE

BELVEDERE CA 94920
FOR: THE DENNISTON GROUP, LLC
Email: DCDG@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

WILLIAM F. DIETRICH ATTORNEY

DIETRICH LAW

2977 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, 613

WALNUT CREEK CA 94598-3535
Email: dietrichlaw2@earthlink.net
Status: INFORMATION

Paul Douglas
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: psd@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

ELIZABETH DOUGLASS STAFF WRITER
LOS ANGELES TIMES
202 WEST FIRST ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90012
Email: elizabeth.douglass@latimes.com
Status: INFORMATION

KIRBY DUSEL

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600

RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670
FOR: San Joaquin Valley Power Authority
Email: kdusel@navigantconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

LISA M. DECKER
CONSTELLATION ENERGY GROUP, INC.
111 MARKET PLACE, STE 500
BALTIMORE MD 21202
FOR: Constellation New Energy, Inc.
Email: lisa.decker@constellation.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RALPH E. DENNIS DIRECTOR, REGULATORY AFFAIRS
FELLON-MCCORD & ASSOCIATES
CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY-GAS DIVISION
9960 CORPORATE CAMPUS DRIVE, STE 2000
LOUISVILLE KY 40223

Email: ralph.dennis@constellation.com

Status: INFORMATION

CHRIS ANN DICKERSON, PHD

FREEMAN, SULLIVAN & CO.

100 SPEAR ST., 17/F

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: FREEMAN, SULLIVAN & CO.
Email: dickerson07 @fscgroup.com
Status: INFORMATION

TREVOR DILLARD
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
PO BOX 10100
6100 NEIL ROAD
RENO NV 89520
Email: tdillard@sierrapacific.com
Status: INFORMATION

DANIEL W. DOUGLASS ATTORNEY
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
21700 OXNARD ST, STE 1030
WOODLAND HILLS CA 91367
FOR: Alliance For Retail Energy Markets,Energy America,
LLC,Commerce Energy, Inc.
Email: douglass@energyattorney.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Dorothy Duda
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5109
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214

Email: dot@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE

JOHN DUTCHER VICE PRESIDENT - REGULATORY

AFFAIRS

MOUNTAIN UTILITIES

3210 CORTE VALENCIA

FAIRFIELD CA 94534-7875
Email: ralf1241a@cs.com

Status: APPEARANCE Page 8 of 26



THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SERVICE LIST
[R0404026] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 13, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on April 28, 2004; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on March 24, 2005
ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on January 19, 2006
[R0605027] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 13, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on May 26, 2006; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on November 15, 2006
ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on May 26, 2006
[R0602012] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 14, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on February 24, 2006; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on February 24, 2006

ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on November 15, 2006
CPUC DOCKET NO. R0404026-R0605027-R0602012 CPUC REV 06-14-07

Total number of addressees: 353

Shannon Eddy
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4102
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: sed@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

BARRY H. EPSTEIN

FITZGERALD,ABBOTT & BEARDSLEY, LLP

1221 BROADWAY, 21ST FLR

OAKLAND CA 94612
FOR: FITZGERLAND, ABBOTT & BEARDSLEY, LLP
Email: bepstein@fablaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

DIANE I. FELLMAN ATTORNEY

FPL ENERGY, LLC

234 VAN NESS AVE

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
Email: diane_fellman@fpl.com
Status: INFORMATION

LAW DEPARTMENT FILE ROOM
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94120-7442
Email: cpuccases@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

CENTRAL FILES

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31E

SAN DIEGO CA 92123
FOR: SAN DIEGO GAS & ELELCTRIC
Email: centralfiles@semprautilities.com
Status: INFORMATION

RYAN FLYN
PACIFICORP
825 NE MULTNOMAH ST
PORTLAND OR 97232
Email: ryan.flynn@pacificorp.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Thomas Flynn
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH
770 L ST, STE 1050
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: trf@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

HARVEY EDER
PUBLIC SOLAR POWER COALITION
1218 12TH ST., 25
SANTA MONICA CA 90401
Email: harveyederpspc.org@hotmail.com
Status: INFORMATION

SAEED FARROKHPAY
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
110 BLUE RAVINE RD., STE 107
FOLSOM CA 95630
Email: saeed.farrokhpay@ferc.gov
Status: INFORMATION

PAUL FENN

LOCAL POWER

4281 PIEDMONT AVE.

OAKLAND CA 94611
Email: paulfenn@local.org
Status: INFORMATION

REGULATORY FILE ROOM
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: lawcpucccases@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

Julie A. Fitch
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5119
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: jf2@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

RYAN FLYNN ATTORNEY
PACIFICORP
825 NE MULTNOMAH, STE 1800
PORTLAND OR 97232
Email: ryan.flynn@pacificorp.com
Status: APPEARANCE

BRUCE FOSTER VICE PRESIDENT
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVE, STE. 2040
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

Email: bruce.foster@sce.com

Status: APPEARANCE

Page 9 of 26
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MATTHEW FREEDMAN ATTORNEY
THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
711 VAN NESS AVE, STE 350
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

FOR: TURN

Email: freedman@turn.org

Status: APPEARANCE

CLARE LAUFENBER GALLARDO
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH ST, MS-46
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: claufenb@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

DAN GEIS

THE DOLPHIN GROUP

925 L ST, STE 800

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Inland Empire Utilities Agency
Email: dgeis@dolphingroup.org
Status: APPEARANCE

Anne Gillette
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: aeg@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

RAMONA GONZALEZ
EAST BAY MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
375 ELEVENTH ST, M/S NO. 205
OAKLAND CA 94607

Email: ramonag@ebmud.com

Status: INFORMATION

JOE GRECO
CAITHNESS OPERATING COMPANY
9590 PROTOTYPE COURT, STE 200
RENO NV 89521
Email: jgreco@caithnessenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

DANIEL V. GULINO

RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC

947 LINWOOD AVE

RIDGEWOOD NJ 7450
FOR: RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC
Email: dgulino@ridgewoodpower.com
Status: APPEARANCE

SUSAN FREEDMAN
SAN DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE
8520 TECH WAY, STE 110
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
Email: susan.freedman@sdenergy.org
Status: INFORMATION

JOHN GALLOWAY

UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

2397 SHATTUCK AVE, STE 203

BERKELEY CA 94704
FOR: UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS
Email: jgalloway@ucsusa.org
Status: APPEARANCE

ROBERT B. GEX ATTORNEY,
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-6533
Email: bobgex@dwt.com
Status: INFORMATION

MICHAEL J. GILMORE

INLAND ENERGY

SOUTH TOWER SUITE 606

3501 JAMBOREE RD

NEWPORT BEACH CA 92660
Email: michaelgilmore@inlandenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

JEFFREY P. GRAY ATTORNEY
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-6533
FOR: CalpinePowerAmerica-CA, LLC/Firends of Kirkwood
Association
Email: jeffgray@dwt.com
Status: APPEARANCE

YVONNE GROSS REGULATORY POLICY MANAGER
SEMPRA ENERGY
101 ASH ST, HQO08C
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
Email: ygross@sempraglobal.com
Status: INFORMATION

ROB GUNNIN VICE PRESIDENT SUPPLY
COMMERCE ENERGY, INC.
600 ANTON BLVD., STE 2000
COSTA MESA CA 92626
Email: rgunnin@commerceenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Page 10 of 26
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Julie Halligan
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION

505 VAN NESS AVE RM 2203
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: jmh@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

JANICE G. HAMRIN
CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS
PRESIDIO BUILDING 97
PO BOX 29512
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94129
FOR: CENTER FOR RESOURCE SOLUTIONS
Email: jhamrin@resource-solutions.org
Status: APPEARANCE

ARNO HARRIS

RECURRENT ENERGY, INC.

220 HALLECK ST., STE 220

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94129
Email: arno@recurrentenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

ARTHUR HAUBENSTOCK ATTORNEY
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Email: alhj@pge.com
Status: APPEARANCE

LYNN M. HAUG ATTORNEY

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP

2015 H ST

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3512
FOR: Corona Department of Water and Power
Email: Imh@eslawfirm.com
Status: APPEARANCE

ANN HENDRICKSON
COMMERCE ENERGY, INC.
222 WEST LAS COLINAS BLVD., STE 950E
IRVING TX 75039
Email: ahendrickson@commerceenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

SETH D. HILTON

STOEL RIVES

111 SUTTER ST., STE 700

SAN FRANCISSCO CA 94104
Email: sdhilton@stoel.com
Status: INFORMATION

TOM HAMILTON MANAGING PARTNER
ENERGY CONCIERGE SERVICES
321 MESA LILARD
GLENDALE CA 91208
Email: THAMILTONS@CHARTER.NET
Status: INFORMATION

PETER W. HANSCHEN ATTORNEY
MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP
101 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, STE 450
WALNUT CREEK CA 94596

Email: phanschen@mofo.com

Status: INFORMATION

FRANK W. HARRIS REGULATORY ECONOMIST
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
Email: frank.w.harris@sce.com
Status: INFORMATION

ARTHUR L. HAUBENSTOCK
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: alhj@pge.com
Status: APPEARANCE

DANIEL M. HECHT ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL
SEMPRA ENERGY TRADING CORP.
58 COMMERCE ROAD
STAMFORD CT 6902
Email: dhecht@sempratrading.com
Status: INFORMATION

CHRISTOPHER HILEN ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
6100 NEIL ROAD
RENO NV 89511
FOR: CalpinePowerAmerica-CA,LLC
Email: chilen@sppc.com
Status: APPEARANCE

LENNY HOCHSCHILD EVOLUTION MARKETS, LLC
RENEWABLE ENERGY MARKETS
425 MARKET ST, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: RENEWABLE ENERGY MARKETS
Email: lennyh@evomarkets.com

Status: INFORMATION Page 11 of 26
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JOHN B. HOFMANN
REGIONAL COUNCIL OF RURAL COUNTIES
801 12TH ST, STE 600
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Regional Council of Rural Counties
Email: jhofmann@rcrcnet.org
Status: APPEARANCE

TAMLYN M. HUNT ENERGY PROGRAM DIRECTOR
COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
26 W. ANAPAMU ST., 2/F
SANTA BARBARA CA 93101
FOR: COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENTAL COUNCIL
Email: thunt@cecmail.org
Status: APPEARANCE

MICHAEL A. HYAMS POWER ENTERPRISE-
REGULATORY AFFAIRS
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMM
1155 MARKET ST., 4TH FLR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94103

Email: mhyams@sfwater.org

Status: INFORMATION

Louis M. Irwin
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4209
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214

Email: Imi@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE

TODD JAFFE ENERGY BUSINESS BROKERS AND
CONSULTANTS
3420 KEYSER ROAD
BALTIMORE MD 21208
Email: tjaffe@energybusinessconsultants.com
Status: INFORMATION

MARC D. JOSEPH ATTORNEY

ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO

601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO CA 94080
FOR: ADAMS BROADWELL JOSEPH & CARDOZO
Email: mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com
Status: INFORMATION

EVELYN KAHL ATTORNEY
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
FOR: Occidental Power Services, Inc.
Email: ek@a-klaw.com
Status: APPEARANCE

DAVID L. HUARD ATTORNEY

MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP

11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD

LOS ANGELES CA 90064
FOR: MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
Email: dhuard@manatt.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CAROL J. HURLOCK
CALIFORNIA DEPT. OF WATER RESOURCES
JOINT OPERATIONS CENTER
3310 EL CAMINO AVE. RM 300
SACRAMENTO CA 95821

Email: hurlock@water.ca.gov

Status: INFORMATION

MWIRIGI IMUNGI

15615 ALTON PARKWAY

IRVINE CA 92618
Email: Mlungi@energycoalition.org
Status: INFORMATION

JONATHAN JACOBS
PA CONSULTING GROUP
390 INTERLOCKEN CRESCENT, STE 410
BROOMFIELD CO 80021
Email: jon.jacobs@paconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

Aaron J. Johnson
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4202
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: ajo@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

MARC D. JOSEPH ATTORNEY
ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH & CARDOZO
601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO CA 94080
FOR: Coalition of California Utility Employees/California
Unions for Reliable Energy
Email: mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com
Status: INFORMATION

Sara M. Kamins

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: smk@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE Page 12 of 26
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CATHY KARLSTAD
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
FOR: Southern California Edison Company
Email: cathy.karlstad@sce.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RANDALL W. KEEN ATTORNEY

MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP

11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD.

LOS ANGELES CA 90064
FOR: MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
Email: rkeen@manatt.com
Status: APPEARANCE

STEVEN KELLY
INDEPENDENT ENERGY PRODUCERS ASSN
1215 K ST, STE 900
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: IEP
Email: steven@iepa.com
Status: APPEARANCE

DANIEL A. KING

SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH ST, HQ 12

SAN DIEGO CA 92101
Email: daking@sempra.com
Status: INFORMATION

GREGORY S. G. KLATT
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
21700 OXNARD ST, STE 1030
WOODLAND HILLS CA 91367-8102
FOR: Alliance for Retail Energy Markets/APS Energy
Services
Email: klatt@energyattorney.com
Status: APPEARANCE

BILL KNOX

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 NINTH ST, MS 45

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-5504
Email: bknox@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

AVIS KOWALEWSKI

CALPINE CORPORATION

3875 HOPYARD ROAD, STE 345

PLEASANTON CA 94588
FOR: CalpinePowerAmerica-CA,LLC
Email: kowalewskia@calpine.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JOSEPH M. KARP ATTORNEY

WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

101 CALIFORNIA ST

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-5802
FOR: California Wind Energy Association
Email: jkarp@winston.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CAROLYN KEHREIN
ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
1505 DUNLAP COURT
DIXON CA 95620-4208
Email: cmkehrein@ems-ca.com
Status: INFORMATION

DOUGLAS K. KERNER ATTORNEY

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP

2015 H ST

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
Email: dkk@eslawfirm.com
Status: INFORMATION

NIELS KJELLUND

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE ST, MAIL CODE B9A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105-1814
FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Email: nxk2@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

GARSON KNAPP

FPL ENERGY, LLC

770 UNIVERSE BLVD.

JUNO BEACH FL 33408
Email: garson_knapp@fpl.com
Status: APPEARANCE

SUZANNE KOROSEC
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
MS-31
1516 9TH ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95184
Email: skorosec@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

EDWARD V. KURZ ATTORNEY
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442
77 BEALE ST., MAIL CODE B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: evk1@pge.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Page 13 of 26
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STEPHANIE LA SHAWN
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
MAIL CODE B9A
77 BEALE ST, RM. 996B
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: S1L7@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

JOSEPH LANGENBERG
CENTRAL CALIFORNIA POWER
949 EAST ANNADALE AVE., A210
FRESNO CA 93706
FOR: Central California Power
Email: Joe.Langenberg@gmail.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RICH LAUCKHART
GLOBAL ENERGY
SUITE 200
2379 GATEWAY OAKS DR.
SACRAMENTO CA 95833
Email: rlauckhart@globalenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

JUDE LEBLANC

BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

600 ANTON BLVD., STE 900

COSTA MESA CA 92626
FOR: BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP
Email: jleblanc@bakerlaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

YAREK LEHR DEPARTMENT OF WATER
CITY OF CORONA DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POW
730 CORPORATION YARD WAY
CORONA CA 92880
Email: yarek.lehr@ci.corona.ca.us
Status: APPEARANCE

CONSTANCE LENI
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
MS-20
1516 NINTH ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: cleni@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

Ellen S. LeVine
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5028
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: esl@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

PAUL LACOURCIERE ATTORNEY
THELEN REID BROWN RAYSMAN & STEINER LLP
101 SECOND ST, STE 1800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: placourciere@thelen.com
Status: INFORMATION

ERIC LARSEN ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST
RCM INTERNATIONAL
PO BOX 4716
BERKELEY CA 94704
FOR: RCM International
Email: elarsen@rcmdigesters.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CLARE LAUFENBERG
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH ST, MS 46
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: claufenb@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

EVELYN C. LEE ATTORNEY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE ST, MAIL DROP 30A

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
Email: ecl8@pge.com
Status: APPEARANCE

BRENDA LEMAY DIRECTOR OF PROJECT
DEVELOPMENT
HORIZON WIND ENERGY
1600 SHATTUCK, STE 222
BERKELEY CA 94709
Email: brenda.lemay@horizonwind.com
Status: INFORMATION

JOHN W. LESLIE ATTORNEY
LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP
11988 EL CAMINO REAL, STE 200
SAN DIEGO CA 92130-2592
Email: jleslie@luce.com
Status: INFORMATION

DONALD C. LIDDELL ATTORNEY

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL

2928 2ND AVE

SAN DIEGO CA 92103
FOR: Stirling Energy Systems
Email: liddell@energyattorney.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Page 14 of 26
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DONALD C. LIDDELL, P.C.
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVE
SAN DIEGO CA 92103
Email: liddell@energyattorney.com
Status: INFORMATION

JANICE LIN MANAGING PARTNER
STRATEGEN CONSULTING LLC
146 VICENTE ROAD
BERKELEY CA 94705
Email: janice@strategenconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

GRACE LIVINGSTON-NUNLEY ASSISTANT PROJECT

MANAGER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 MAIL CODE B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177
Email: gxl2@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

JODY S. LONDON

JODY LONDON CONSULTING

PO BOX 3629

OAKLAND CA 94609
FOR: FOR Sustainable Conservation
Email: jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net
Status: APPEARANCE

ED LUCHA PROJECT COORDINATOR
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE: B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177

Email: ells@pge.com

Status: INFORMATION

LYNELLE LUND
COMMERCE ENERGY, INC.
600 ANTON BLVD., STE 2000
COSTA MESA CA 92626
Email: llund@commerceenergy.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CHARLES MANZUK
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP 32D
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
Email: cmanzuk@semprautilities.com
Status: INFORMATION

RONALD LIEBERT ATTORNEY
CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO CA 95833

Email: rliebert@cfbf.com

Status: INFORMATION

KAREN LINDH
LINDH & ASSOCIATES
7909 WALERGA ROAD, NO. 112, PMB 119
ANTELOPE CA 95843
Email: karen@klindh.com
Status: INFORMATION

JODY LONDON

JODY LONDON CONSULTING

PO BOX 3629

OAKLAND CA 94609
FOR: Sustainable Conservation and RCM International
Email: jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net
Status: APPEARANCE

Mark R. Loy
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY COST OF SERVICE & NATURAL GAS BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4205
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: mri@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

JANE E. LUCKHARDT ATTORNEY
DOWNEY BRAND LLP
555 CAPITOL MALL, 10TH FLR
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: jluckhardt@downeybrand.com
Status: INFORMATION

BILL LYONS
CORAL POWER, LLC
4445 EASTGATE MALL, STE 100
SAN DIEGO CA 92121
Email: Bill.Lyons@shell.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JACLYN MARKS

29 GARDEN ST., 507

CAMBRIDGE MA 2138
Email: jaclyn_marks@ksg06.harvard.edu
Status: INFORMATION
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Jaclyn Marks
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5306
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: jm3@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

DANIELLE MATTHEWS SEPERAS
CALPINE CORPORATION
1125 11TH ST, STE 242
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: dmatthews@calpine.com
Status: INFORMATION

CHRISTOPHER J. MAYER
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 4060
MODESTO CA 95352-4060

Email: chrism@mid.org

Status: INFORMATION

KEITH MC CREA ATTORNEY
SUTHERLAND, ASBILL & BRENNAN
1275 PENNSYLVANIA AVE, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004-2415
FOR: CA Manufacturers & Technology Assn.
Email: keith.mccrea@sablaw.com
Status: APPEARANCE

KARLY MCCRORY
SOLAR DEVELOPMENT
2424 PROFESSIONAL DRIVE
ROSEVILLE CA 95677
Email: karly@solardevelop.com
Status: INFORMATION

KAREN MCDONALD

POWEREX CORPORATION

1400,

666 BURRAND ST

VANCOUVER BC V6C 2X8 CANADA
FOR: Powerex Corporation
Email: karen.mcdonald@powerex.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JEANNE MCKINNEY
THELEN REID BROWN RAYSMAN & STEINER
101 SECOND ST, STE 1800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Status: APPEARANCE

TIM MASON
1000 FRESNO AVE.
BERKELEY CA 94707
Email: timmason@comcast.net
Status: INFORMATION

Burton Mattson
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5104
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214

Email: bwm@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE

MICHAEL MAZUR CHIEF TECHNICAL OFFICER
3 PHASES ENERGY SERVICES, LLC
2100 SEPULVEDA BLVD., STE 38
MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266
Email: mmazur@3phases.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RICHARD MCCANN
M.CUBED
2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, STE 3
DAVIS CA 95616
Email: rmccann@umich.edu
Status: INFORMATION

LIZBETH MCDANNEL
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., QUAD 4D
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
Email: lizbeth.mcdannel@sce.com
Status: INFORMATION

JAN MCFARLAND
AMERICANS FOR SOLAR POWER
1100 11TH ST, STE 323
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Americans for Solar Power
Email: janmcfar@sonic.net
Status: APPEARANCE

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN ATTORNEY

BRAUN & BLAISING P.C.

915 L ST, STE 1420

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: BRAUN & BLAISING P.C.
Email: mclaughlin@braunlegal.com
Status: INFORMATION
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JAMES MCMAHON SENIOR ENGAGEMENT MANAGER

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670-6078

FOR: California Department of Water Resources
Email: JMcMahon@navigantconsulting.com

Status: STATE-SERVICE

JACK MCNAMARA ATTORNEY

MACK ENERGY COMPANY

PO BOX 1380

AGOURA HILLS CA 91376-1380
Email: jackmack@suesec.com
Status: INFORMATION

ELENA MELLO
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
6100 NEIL RD.
RENO NV 89511
Email: emello@sppc.com
Status: INFORMATION

ROSS MILLER
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: rmiller@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

MARCIE MILNER
CORAL POWER, L.L.C.
4445 EASTGATE MALL, STE 100
SAN DIEGO CA 92121
FOR: CORAL POWER
Email: mmilner@coral-energy.com
Status: INFORMATION

ANN MOORE

CITY OF CHULA VISTA

276 FOURTH AVE

CHULA VISTA CA 91910
FOR: The City of Chula Vista
Email: amoore@ci.chula-vista.ca.us
Status: APPEARANCE

GREGG MORRIS
GREEN POWER INSTITUTE
2039 SHATTUCK AVE., STE 402
BERKELEY CA 94704
FOR: Green Power Inst.
Email: gmorris@emf.net
Status: APPEARANCE

Total number of addressees: 353

RACHEL MCMAHON

CEERT

1100 11TH ST, STE 311

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: rachel@ceert.org
Status: INFORMATION

MICHAEL MEACHAM ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE
MANAGER
CITY OF CHULA VISTA
276 FOURTH AVE
CHULA VISTA CA 91910
Status: APPEARANCE

CHARLES MIDDLEKAUFF ATTORNEY
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
FOR: Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Email: crmd@pge.com
Status: APPEARANCE

KAREN NORENE MILLS ATTORNEY
CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO CA 95833

Email: kmills@cfbf.com

Status: APPEARANCE

MICHAEL D. MONTOYA ATTORNEY
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
FOR: Southern California Edison Company
Email: mike.montoya@sce.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RONALD MOORE
GOLDEN STATE WATER/BEAR VALLEY ELECTRIC
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD
SAN DIMAS CA 91773
Email: rkmoore@gswater.com
Status: INFORMATION

GREGORY MORRIS
GREEN POWER INSTITUTE
2039 SHATTUCK AVE., STE 402
BERKELEY CA 94704
FOR: Green Power Institute
Email: gmorris@emf.net
Status: APPEARANCE
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STEPHEN A. S. MORRISON ATTORNEY
CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
1 DR. CARLTON B.GOODLETT PLACE STE 234
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
FOR: City & County of San Francisco
Email: stephen.morrison@sfgov.org
Status: APPEARANCE

DAVID MORSE
1411 W, COVELL BLVD., STE 106-292
DAVIS CA 95616-5934
Email: demorse@omsoft.com
Status: INFORMATION

THERESA L. MUELLER ATTORNEY
SAN FRANCISCO CITY ATTORNEY
CITY HALL, RM 234
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-4682
FOR: City and County of San Francisco
Email: theresa.mueller@sfgov.org
Status: APPEARANCE

CLYDE MURLEY

1031 ORDWAY ST

ALBANY CA 94706
Email: clyde.murley@comcast.net
Status: APPEARANCE

SARA STECK MYERS
LAW OFFICES OF SARA STECK MYERS
122 28TH AVE.
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94121
FOR: Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Technologies
Email: ssmyers@worldnet.att.net
Status: APPEARANCE

ROBERT NICHOLS

NEW WEST ENERGY

MAILING STATION ISB 665

BOX 61868

PHOENIX AZ 85082-1868
Email: rsnichol@srpnet.com
Status: APPEARANCE

RICK C. NOGER
PRAXAIR PLAINFIELD, INC.
2678 BISHOP DRIVE
SAN RAMON CA 94583
Email: rick_noger@praxair.com
Status: INFORMATION

STEPHEN A.S. MORRISON ATTORNEY
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, RM 234
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
FOR: City of San Francisco
Email: stephen.morrison@sfgov.org
Status: APPEARANCE

Jay Morse
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4209
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: jxm@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

SUSAN MUNVES ENERGY AND GREEN BLDG. PROG.
ADMIN.
CITY OF SANTA MONICA
1212 5TH ST, FIRST FLR
SANTA MONICA CA 90401
Email: susan.munves@smgov.net
Status: APPEARANCE

MEGAN MACNEIL MYERS ATTORNEY
LAW OFFICES OF MEGAN MACNEIL MYERS
PO BOX 638
LAKEPORT CA 95453
FOR: Americans for Solar Power
Email: meganmmyers@yahoo.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JESSICA NELSON
PLUMAS-SIERRA RURAL ELECTRIC CO-OP
73233 STATE ROUTE 70, STE A
PORTOLA CA 96122-7064
Email: notice@psrec.coop
Status: APPEARANCE

DESPINA NIEHAUS
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32H
SAN DIEGO CA 92123-1530
Email: dniehaus@semprautilities.com
Status: INFORMATION

Noel Obiora
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4107
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
ail: nao@cpuc.ca.gov
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CHRISTOPHER O'BRIEN SHARP SOLAR
VP STRATEGY AND GOVERNMENT RELATIONS
3808 ALTON PLACE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20016
FOR: SHARP SOLAR SYSTEMS DIVISION
Email: obrienc@sharpsec.com
Status: INFORMATION

DAVID OLIVARES ELECTRIC RESOURCE
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 4060
MODESTO CA 95352
FOR: Electric Resource Planning and Development
Modesto Irrigation District
Email: davido@mid.org
Status: INFORMATION

DAVID ORTH
KINGS RIVER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
4886 EAST JENSEN AVE
FRESNO CA 93725
FOR: Kings River Conservation District
Email: dorth@krcd.org
Status: APPEARANCE

JOHN PAPPAS UTILITY ELECTRIC PORTFOLIO
MANAGEMENT
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, N12E
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: jsp5@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

JON W. PARNELL MANAGER - CROSS VALLEY CANAL

KERN COUNTY WATER AGENCY
3200 RIO MIRANDA DRIVE
BAKERSFIELD CA 93308
Email: jparnell@kcwa.com
Status: INFORMATION

CARL PECHMAN

POWER ECONOMICS

901 CENTER ST

SANTA CRUZ CA 95060
Email: cpechman@powereconomics.com
Status: INFORMATION

JANIS C. PEPPER

CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC.

PO BOX 3206

LOS ALTOS CA 94024
FOR: CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC.
Email: pepper@cleanpowermarkets.com
Status: APPEARANCE

STANDISH O'GRADY
FRIENDS OF KIRKWOOD ASSOCIATION
31 PARKER AVE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94118
Email: sho@ogrady.us
Status: INFORMATION

DAVID OLSEN
IMPERIAL VALLEY STUDY GROUP
3804 PACIFIC COAST HIGHWAY
VENTURA CA 93001
FOR: Imperial Valley Study Group
Email: olsen@avenuecable.com
Status: INFORMATION

FREDERICK M. ORTLIEB OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
1200 THIRD AVE, STE 1100
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
FOR: CITY OF SAN DIEGO
Email: fortlieb@sandiego.gov
Status: APPEARANCE

LAURIE PARK

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600

RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670-6078
FOR: NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
Email: Ipark@navigantconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

JUDY PAU
DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
505 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-6533
Email: judypau@dwt.com
Status: INFORMATION

NORMAN A. PEDERSEN

HANNA AND MORTON LLP

444 S FLOWER ST., STE 1500

LOS ANGELES CA 90071-2916
FOR: Southern California Generation Coalition
Email: npedersen@hanmor.com
Status: APPEARANCE

GABE PETLIN

3 PHASES ENERGY SERVICES

PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO

6 FUNSTON AVE

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94129
Email: gpetlin@3phases.com
Status: APPEARANCE
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JACK PIGOTT
GEN 3 SOLAR, INC.
31302 HUNTSWOOD AVE
HAYWARD CA 94544
Email: jpigott@gen3solar.com
Status: INFORMATION

KEVIN PORTER

EXETER ASSOCIATES, INC.

SUITE 310

5565 STERRETT PLACE

COLUMBIA MD 21044
Email: porter@exeterassociates.com
Status: INFORMATION

RASHA PRINCE

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

555 WEST 5TH ST, GT14D6

LOS ANGELES CA 90013
FOR: San Diego Gas & Electric/SoCal Gas
Email: rprince@semprautilities.com
Status: APPEARANCE

MARC PRYOR
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH ST, MS 20
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: mpryor@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

HEATHER RAITT

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 9TH ST, MS 45

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
Email: hraitt@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE

JOHN R. REDDING
ARCTURUS ENERGY CONSULTING
44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE
MENDOCINO CA 95460
FOR: Silicon Valley Manufacturers Group
Email: johnrredding@earthlink.net
Status: APPEARANCE

MADDIE REICHER

EVOLUTION MARKETS

425 MARKET ST, SUTE 2209

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: mreicher@evomarkets.com
Status: INFORMATION

RYAN PLETKA RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECT
MANAGER
BLACK & VEATCH
11401 LAMAR
OVERLAND PARK KS 66211
FOR: BLACK & VEATCH
Email: pletkari@bv.com
Status: INFORMATION

SNULLER PRICE

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS

101 MONTGOMERY, STE 1600

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
FOR: ENERGY AND ENBIRONMENTAL ECONOMICS
Email: snuller@ethree.com
Status: INFORMATION

NICOLAS PROCOS
ALAMEDA POWER & TELECOM
2000 GRAND ST
ALAMEDA CA 94501-0263
FOR: Utility Analyst
Email: procos@alamedapt.com
Status: INFORMATION

NANCY RADER
CALIFORNIA WIND ENERGY ASSOCIATION
2560 NINTH ST, STE 213A
BERKELEY CA 94710
FOR: Calwea
Email: nrader@igc.org
Status: APPEARANCE

ERIN RANSLOW
NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.
3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, STE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA CA 95670-6078
Email: cpucrulings@navigantconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

PHILLIP REESE INC.
C/O REESE-CHAMBERS SYSTEMS CONSULTANTS,
PO BOX 8
3379 SOMIS ROAD
SOMIS CA 93066
FOR: The California Biomass Energy Alliance
Email: phil@reesechambers.com
Status: APPEARANCE

L. JAN REID

COAST ECONOMIC CONSULTING

3185 GROSS ROAD

SANTA CRUZ CA 95062
FOR: Aglet Consumer Alliance
Email: janreid@coastecon.com Page 20 of 26
Status: APPEARANCE
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RHONE RESCH
SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION
805 FIFTEENTH ST, NW, STE 510
WASHINGTON DC 20005

Email: rresch@seia.org

Status: APPEARANCE

THEODORE E. ROBERTS ATTORNEY
SEMPRA ENERGY
101 ASH ST, HQ 13D
SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
FOR: Sempra Energy Solutions
Email: troberts@sempra.com
Status: APPEARANCE

GRANT A. ROSENBLUM STAFF COUNSEL
CALIFORNIA ISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
FOR: CALIFORNIA ISO
Email: grosenblum@caiso.com
Status: INFORMATION

ROB ROTH

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

6201 S ST MS 75

SACRAMENTO CA 95817
FOR: SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
Email: rroth@smud.org
Status: INFORMATION

JUDITH SANDERS
CALIFORNIA ISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
Email: jsanders@caiso.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JANINE L. SCANCARELLI ATTORNEY
FOLGER, LEVIN & KAHN, LLP
275 BATTERY ST, 23RD FLR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
Email: jscancarelli@flk.com
Status: INFORMATION

STEVEN S. SCHLEIMER DIRECTOR,COMPLIANCE &
REGULATORY AFFAIRS
BARCLAYS BANK, PLC
200 PARK AVE, FIFTH FLR
NEW YORK NY 10166
Email: steven.schleimer@barclayscapital.com
Status: INFORMATION

THEODORE ROBERTS ATTORNEY

SEMPRA GLOBAL

101 ASH ST, HQ 13D

SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
FOR: Sempra Global/Sempra Energy Solutions
Email: troberts@sempra.com
Status: APPEARANCE

HAROLD M. ROMANOWITZ

OAK CREEK ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC.

14633 WILLOW SPRINGS ROAD

MOJAVE CA 93501
FOR: OAK CREEK ENERGY SYSTEMS, INC.
Email: hal@rwitz.net
Status: INFORMATION

JP ROSS DEPUTY DIRECTOR

THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE

300 BRANNAN ST, STE 609

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94107
FOR: THE VOTE SOLAR INITIATIVE
Email: jpross@votesolar.org
Status: APPEARANCE

Nancy Ryan
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5217
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: ner@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

DAVID SAUL COO
SOLEL, INC.
701 NORTH GREEN VALLEY PKY, STE 200
HENDERSON NV 89074
FOR: SOLEL, INC.
Email: david.saul@solel.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JENINE SCHENK
APS ENERGY SERVICES
400 E. VAN BUREN ST, STE 750
PHOENIX AZ 85004
Email: jenine.schenk@apses.com
Status: INFORMATION

REED V. SCHMIDT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES

1889 ALCATRAZ AVE

BERKELEY CA 94703-2714
Email: rschmidt@bartlewells.com
Status: INFORMATION
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DONALD SCHOENBECK
RCS, INC.
900 WASHINGTON ST, STE 780
VANCOUVER WA 98660
FOR: CAC
Email: dws@r-c-s-inc.com
Status: INFORMATION

Andrew Schwartz
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5215
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: as2@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

LINDA Y. SHERIF ATTORNEY
CALPINE CORPORATION
3875 HOPYARD ROAD, STE 345
PLEASANTON CA 94588
FOR: CALPINE CORP.
Email: sherifl@calpine.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Anne E. Simon
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5024
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214

Email: aes@cpuc.ca.gov

Status: STATE-SERVICE

KEVIN J. SIMONSEN
ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
646 EAST THIRD AVE
DURANGO CO 81301
Email: kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com
Status: INFORMATION

Donald R. Smith
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH

505 VAN NESS AVE RM 4209
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
FOR: DRA
Email: dsh@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

JOHN SNIFFEN VICE PRESIDENT
ELEMENT MARKETS
1 SUGARCREEK BLVD., 201
SUGARLAND TX 77478
Email: jsniffen@elementmarkets.com
Status: INFORMATION

Brian D. Schumacher
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: bds@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

MICHAEL SHAMES ATTORNEY
UTILITY CONSUMERS' ACTION NETWORK
3100 FIFTH AVE, STE B
SAN DIEGO CA 92103
Email: mshames@ucan.org
Status: INFORMATION

WILLIAM P. SHORT

RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC

947 LINWOOD AVE

RIDGEWOOD NJ 7450
FOR: RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT, LLC
Email: bshort@ridgewoodpower.com
Status: INFORMATION

Sean A. Simon
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH
505 VAN NESS AVE AREA 4-A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: svn@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

AIMEE M. SMITH ATTORNEY

SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH ST HQ13

SAN DIEGO CA 92101
FOR: SEMPRA ENERGY
Email: amsmith@sempra.com
Status: APPEARANCE

CAROL A. SMOOTS
PERKINS COIE LLP
607 FOURTEENTH ST, NW, STE 800
WASHINGTON DC 20005
Email: csmoots@perkinscoie.com
Status: APPEARANCE

JAMES D. SQUERI ATTORNEY
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
FOR: California Retailers Association
Email: jsqueri@goodinmacbride.com
Status: APPEARANCE Page 22 of 26
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SEEMA SRINIVASAN ATTORNEY
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP
120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
Email: sls@a-klaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

MONIQUE STEVENSON
SEA BREEZE PACIFIC REGIONAL TRANSMISSION
LOBBY BOX 91
333 SEYMOUR ST., STE 1400
VANCOUVER BC V5B 5A6  CANADA
Email: MoniqueStevenson@SeaBreezePower.com
Status: INFORMATION

PATRICK STONER PROGRAM DIRECTOR
LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION
1414 K ST, STE 600
SACRAMENTO CA 95814

Email: pstoner@lgc.org

Status: INFORMATION

KENNY SWAIN

POWER ECONOMICS

901 CENTER ST

SANTA CRUZ CA 95060
Email: kswain@powereconomics.com
Status: INFORMATION

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY ST, STE 2200

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
FOR: Cogeneration Association of Califoria
Email: filings@a-klaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

PATRICIA THOMPSON
SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING
2920 CAMINO DIABLO, STE 210
WALNUT CREEK CA 94597
Email: pthompson@summitblue.com
Status: INFORMATION

SUSAN G. TRAUTMANN
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
6226 WEST SAHARA AVE
LAS VEGAS NV 89151
FOR: Sierra Pacific Power Company/Nevada Power
Company
Email: ericj@eslawfirm.com
Status: INFORMATION

CARL STEEN

BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP

600 ANTON BLVD., STE 900

COSTA MESA CA 92626
FOR: BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP
Email: csteen@bakerlaw.com
Status: INFORMATION

F. Jackson Stoddard
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5125
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: fis@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

VENKAT SURAVARAPU ASSOCIATES DIRECTOR
CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSOCIATES
1150 CONNECTICUT AVE NW, STE. 201
WASHINGTON DC 20036
FOR: CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSOCIATES
Email: vsuravarapu@cera.com
Status: INFORMATION

KEITH SWITZER
GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY
630 EAST FOOTHILL BLVD.
SAN DIMAS CA 91773
Email: kswitzer@gswater.com
Status: INFORMATION

LEE TERRY
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
3310 EL CAMINO AVE
SACRAMENTO CA 95821
Email: Iterry@water.ca.gov
Status: INFORMATION

NELLIE TONG
KEMA, INC.
492 NINTH ST, STE 220
OAKLAND CA 94607
Email: nellie.tong@us.kema.com
Status: INFORMATION

Laura J. Tudisco
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5032
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: ljit@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE
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JANE H. TURNBULL
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF CALIFORNIA
64 LOS ALTOS SQUARE
LOS ALTOS CA 94022
Email: jaturnbu@ix.netcom.com
Status: APPEARANCE

EDWARD VINE
LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY
BUILDING 90-4000
BERKELEY CA 94720
Email: elvine@lbl.gov
Status: INFORMATION

WILLIAM V. WALSH ATTORNEY
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE.
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
FOR: Southern California Edison
Email: william.v.walsh@sce.com
Status: APPEARANCE

DEVRA WANG

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL

111 SUTTER ST, 20TH FLR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
FOR: NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
Email: dwang@nrdc.org
Status: INFORMATION

JAMES WEIL DIRECTOR
AGLET CONSUMER ALLIANCE
PO BOX 37
COOL CA 95614

Email: jweil@aglet.org

Status: APPEARANCE

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD Ill ATTORNEY
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2015 H ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Sierra Pacific Power Company
Email: www@eslawfirm.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Jane Whang
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION
505 VAN NESS AVE RM 5029
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102-3214
Email: jjw@cpuc.ca.gov
Status: STATE-SERVICE

ANDREW J. VAN HORN

VAN HORN CONSULTING

12 LIND COURT

ORINDA CA 94563
Email: andy.vanhorn@vhcenergy.com
Status: INFORMATION

SYMONE VONGDEUANE

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS

101 ASH ST, HQ09

SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3017
Email: svongdeuane@semprasolutions.com
Status: APPEARANCE

ROBIN J. WALTHER

1380 OAK CREEK DRIVE, NO. 316

PALO ALTO CA 94304-2016
Email: rwalther@pacbell.net
Status: INFORMATION

JOY A. WARREN ATTORNEY
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
1231 11TH ST
MODESTO CA 95354

Email: joyw@mid.org

Status: INFORMATION

JON WELNER
PAUL HASTINGS JANOFSKY & WALKER LLP
55 SECOND ST, 24TH FLR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105-3441
Email: jonwelner@paulhastings.com
Status: INFORMATION

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD Il ATTORNEY
ELLISON,SCHNEIDER&HARRIS L.L.P.
2015 H ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: Sierra Pacific Power Company per e-mail 9-26-06
Email: www@eslawfirm.com
Status: APPEARANCE

GREGGORY L. WHEATLAND
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, L.L.P.
2015 H ST
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: the City of Corona
Email: glw@eslawfirm.com
Status: APPEARANCE

Page 24 of 26



THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA SERVICE LIST
[R0404026] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 13, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on April 28, 2004; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on March 24, 2005
ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on January 19, 2006
[R0605027] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 13, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on May 26, 2006; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on November 15, 2006
ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on May 26, 2006
[R0602012] Downloaded June 15, 2007, last updated on June 14, 2007
Commissioner Assigned: Michael R. Peevey on February 24, 2006; ALJ Assigned: Anne E. Simon on February 24, 2006

ALJ Assigned: Burton Mattson on November 15, 2006
CPUC DOCKET NO. R0404026-R0605027-R0602012 CPUC REV 06-14-07

Total number of addressees: 353

KEITH WHITE

931 CONTRA COSTA DRIVE

EL CERRITO CA 94530
Email: keithwhite@earthlink.net
Status: INFORMATION

JOSEPH F. WIEDMAN ATTORNEY
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME ST, STE 900
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
Email: jwiedman@goodinmacbride.com
Status: INFORMATION

VALERIE J. WINN
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94177-0001
Email: viw3@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

VIKKI WOOD
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT
6301 S ST, MS A204
SACRAMENTO CA 95817-1899
Email: vwood@smud.org
Status: INFORMATION

KEVIN WOODRUFF

WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC.

1100 K ST, STE 204

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
FOR: WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES
Email: kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com
Status: INFORMATION

CYNTHIA WOOTEN

LUMENX CONSULTING, INC.

1126 DELAWARE ST

BERKELEY CA 94702
Email: cwooten@lumenxconsulting.com
Status: INFORMATION

ELIZABETH WRIGHT
OCCIDENTAL POWER SERVICES, INC.
5 GREENWAY PLAZA, STE 110
HOUSTON TX 77046

Email: ej_wright@oxy.com

Status: APPEARANCE

RICHARD F. WIEBE
LAW OFFICE OF RICHARD R. WIEBE
425 CALIFORNIA ST, STE 2025
SAN FRANCISCO CA 92104
FOR: Center of Biological Diversity
Email: wiebe@pacbell.net
Status: APPEARANCE

VALERIE WINN PROJECT MANAGER
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC
77 BEALE ST, B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
Email: vjiw3@pge.com
Status: INFORMATION

RYAN WISER

BERKELEY LAB

MS-90-4000

ONE CYCLOTRON ROAD

BERKELEY CA 94720
FOR: BERKELEY LAB
Email: rhwiser@]lbl.gov
Status: INFORMATION

JAMES B. WOODRUFF
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE, STE 342, GO1
ROSEMEAD CA 91770

Email: woodrujp@sce.com

Status: INFORMATION

CATHY S. WOOLLUMS
MIDAMERICAN ENERGY HOLDINGS COMPANY
106 EAST SECOND ST
DAVENPORT IA 52801
Email: cswoollums@midamerican.com
Status: INFORMATION

LINDA WRAZEN
SEMPRA ENERGY REGULATORY AFFAIRS
101 ASH ST, HQ16C
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
Email: lwrazen@sempraglobal.com
Status: INFORMATION

ANDY WUELLNER

MOUNTAIN UTILITIES

PO BOX 1

KIRKWOOD CA 95646
Status: APPEARANCE
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JASON YAN HUGH YAO
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
77 BEALE ST, MAIL CODE B13L 555 W. 5TH ST, GT22G2
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105 LOS ANGELES CA 90013
FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY Email: hyao@semprautilities.com
Email: jay2@pge.com Status: INFORMATION

Status: INFORMATION

KATE ZOCCHETTI
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH ST, MS-45
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Email: kzocchet@energy.state.ca.us
Status: STATE-SERVICE
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